



BY BLAIR & RIVES. 








WEEKLY——— 








97TH Cona.........lstT SEss. SATURDAY, AUGUST 7, 1841. 





ency and expense of such ameasure. Muchtime had 
already been taken up in the discussion of this 
matter, and as he had no objection to the amend- 
ment which had been proposed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Inwin,] but was, on the 
contrary, willing to accede to it as a part of the 
original proposiuon, he (Mr. K.) would move the 
previous question, 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN said that he desired to mo- 
dify his amendment so as to strike out the words, 
‘‘and on the rivers Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, and 
the Lakes,” and insert in lieu thereof, the words, 
“fon the principal rivers, bays, and lakes.” 

This (Mr. W. W. Inwin said) would make the 
subject-matter of the inquiry more extensive than 
it would have been under the original amendment, 
and would include Champlain and Delaware bays, 
Hudson river, &c. 

Mr. TRIPLETT asked Mr. Irwin to modify 
his amendment so as, after the word ‘‘purchasing,” 
to insert ‘‘aa site, aud establishing a ship yard for 
building ships and steam vessels on,” &c. [The words 
italicised constitute the amendment. ] 

Mt. W. W.IRWIWN accepted the modification. 

Mr. McKAY here raised the point or order that 
the original resolution being the report of the com- 
mittee, it was not in order for Mr. Kina, as an in- 
dividual member, to modify that proposition. 

Mr. KING was understood to express his desire 
not to accept the proposed modification, if not 
strictly in order, 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that, as 
the resolution was the report of a committee, it was 
not in order for any individual member of the com- 
mittee to modily it; and that, therefore, the ques- 
tion would be on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Inwin,] as modified on 
the suggesion of the gentleman from Kentucky, 

*[Mr. Taievert.] 

And the question being taken on the demand for 
the previous question, there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

And the main question, being first on the modi- 
fied amendment of Mr. Irwin, was taken, and 
decided in the affirmative—ayes 101, noes not 
counted, 

So the amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

And then the resolution, as amended, was 
adopted. 

The SPEAKER announced, as the unfinished 
business of the morning hour, the resolutton here- 

tofore offered, calling on the President of the Uni- 
ted States for certain information in relation to the 
case of Alexander McLeod; but 


Mr. BRIGGS moved that the House now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a motion, heretofore 
made by him, providing that 5,000 extra copies of 
the report of Mr. Barnarp, accompanying the bill 
from the Committee on the Jadiciary, in relation to 
the establishment of a uniform system of bankrupt- 
cy throughout the United States, be printed. 

Which motion having been agreed to— 

Mr. INGERSOLL called for the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the same; which were ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted—yeas 93, nays 115. 

So the motion to print the extra number was re- 
jected. 


Continued from No. 17. 


which he (Mr. B.) bad some time since had the 
honor of presenting from a portion of his constitu- 
ents, asking for the establishment of a national 
foundry in bis district. 

Mr. B. expressed his opinion that the subject re- 
ferred to in the memorial! was intimately connected 
with the subjects embraced in the bill, and should 
be considered at the same time. 

Mr. DAWSON said he would answer the gen- 
ileman’s inquiry with pleasure. No memorial of 
the kind had been referred to the Military Com- 
mitiee, nor would they have had the power to act 
on it, had they received it. He understood, how- 
ever, that a memorial on the same subject had been 
before the Military Committee of the Senate, and 
that there was a proposition to include the subject 
in the fortification bill. 

Mr. WISE said he would inquire of the Commit- 
tee on the Rules whether they would be prepared 
to sabmit a report at this session. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Virginia said that, in the ab- 
sence of the chairman, [Mr. CaLuoun,] who iscon- 
fined by indisposition, he would answer the inquiry 
of his colleague. The committee had agreed to 
many modifications of the rules of the House; and, 
as modified, the rules were now in the hands of the 
chairman, with instructions to arrange them, and 
to prepare a suitable index to the rules. It is ex- 

| pected that the committee will be able to make a 
final report during the present session of Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS gave notice that he would here- 
after ask leave to introduce a bill to equalize the 
compensation of the officers and other persons in 
the employment of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN asked leave to present the 
memorial of Gabriel Adams and a great number of 
other citizens of Pittsburg, Alleghany county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying an increase of duty on imported 
cigars, so as to make the same adequate to the 

prosperity of the manufacturer of this country, 
thereby enabling him to compete wi'h foreign 
labor. 

Obiection was made. 

Mr. W. W. IRWIN asked if it was in order to 
note on the journal the name of the objector. 

The Speaker said it was. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Indiana. 
down then. 

So the memorial was not received. 


ARMED STEAMERS. 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING, 
the House resumed the consideration of the follow- 
ing resolution, heretofore reported by him from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed 
to inquire into the expediency of aiding individuals or compa- 
nieain the establishment of lines of armed steamers between 
some of our principal Northern and Southern ports, and 
to foreign ports; to advertise for proposals for the establish- 
mentof such lines as he may deem most important and prac- 
ticable; and to repost to this House atthe next session of Con- 


Let mine be put 


The pending question was cn the amendment 
heretofore offered to the said resolution by Mr. W. 
W. Irwin, and which is as follows: 

“Ater the words ‘foreign ports’ insert the words ‘and on the 
rivers Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, and the lakes.” 

“And then insert, as additional resolutions, the following: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, as he is here- 
by, directed toinquire and report tothe next session of Con- 
grees as to the expediency of purchasing and establishing 
a site for a ship yard on the Ohio or Mississippi river, to 
serve asa depot for naval stores and togive the means for re- 


irs. 

PaResolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be also instruct- 
ed to inquireand report as to the expediency of establishing 
depots for coal to be used in the naval service at Mobile, Pen- 
— Key West, and such other pointsas may be deemed 
suitable.” 

Mr. KING sent to the Chair the following mo- 
dification of the original resolution: 

Strike out the words “‘to advertise proposals for 
the,” and insert “aad to ascertain the probable ex- 
pense of the.” 

Mr. KING said that this was simply a resolution 
of inquiry, and he presumed that no member desired 
to preventan inquiry, directed merely to the expedi- 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BARNARD nrquired of the Speaker if the 
morning hour had not expired? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

Mr. BARNARD. I now move that the Houre 
proceed to dispose of the bill on the Speaker's 
table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is informed 
that that is the order of business which will now 
come up. 

And the bill from the Senate, entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
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time by its title. 
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out the United States,” was read a first and second 


Mr. BARNARD moved that the bill be com- 
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mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the siate 


of the Union, and that it be printed. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved to lay the bill on the 
table. 

Mr. FILLMORE asked the yeas and nays on 
that motion; which were ordered. 

Mr. BARNARD moved a call of the House. 

Mr. STANLY. Oh, no; we have plenty here. 

Mr. BARNARD, thioking, he said, that the 
House was about as full as usual, withdrew the 
motion for the call of the House. 

And the question then recurred and was taken on 
the motion of Mr. Arusrton to lay the bill on the 
table; which motion was decided in the negative— 
yeas 91, nays 123. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

And the question recurring on the motion of 
Mr. Barnarp, it was decided in the affirmative, 
without a division. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and was ordered 
to be printed. 

CONVENTION WITH MEXICO. 

The bil! from the Senate, entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled An act tocarry into effect 
ihe convention between the United States and the 
Mexican Republic,” was put upon its first and 
second reading by the title. 

And, on motion of Mr. CUSHING, the bill 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 


fairs. 

REVENUE BILL. 
The engrossed bill in relation to duties and 
drawbacks coming up in its order, and the ques- 
tion being on the final passage thereof— 

Mr. PROFFIT said it was well known that, 
three weeks ago, he had offered a resolution pro- 
viding that the yeas and nays should be taken on 
amendments submitted in committee upon this 
bill, and also upon the bank bill. He had never 
been able to get up that resolution, though he bad 
frequently endeavored so to do. And what 
was the consequence, and what was now the 
spectacle presented? The consequence was that 
the sum of eight (and probably even of twelve) 
millions had been directed to be raised by imports, 
under a bill which had been hurried through wito 
hot and indecent haste, and without the members 
being allowed to assign one solitary reason for the 
votes they had given. Nota single gentleman in 
this House was now responsible to the people for 
the passage of this bill. Not a single individual 
out of this House could tell how any one of the 
members had voted. Here was a bill imposing 
duties on articles which, in his section of country 
atleast, it was supposed never would have been 
taxed; and yet no one was responsible for it, be- 
cause, the moment the bill had come into the 
House, the previous question cut off all debate, 
and forbade any expression of opinion or senti- 
ment on the part of any member. 

After some farther remarks, Mr. P. reasserted 
that gross injustice had been done to the merean- 
tile classes by this legislation—a legislation which 
(Mr. P. was understood to say) had been well 
characterized in a leiter addiessed to one of the 
members from Massachusetts, and read by him, 
as a species of Mexican legislation not to be 
tolerated. 

Mr. STANLY replied at some length to Mr. 
Prorrir. 

Mr. ©. inthe course of his remarks, expressed 
his surprise at the remarks which had fallen from 
the gentleman from Indiana. The gentleman got 
up here, no: avery old man, and lectured this 
House, composed as it was of a large majority of 
his own friends, for passing a measure of more im- 
portance than all the other measures upon which 
they were ca led to act put together, with hot and 
indecent haste. This Mr. 8S. thought, was 
unbecoming, highly unbecoming—it was disre- 
en to this House, and to every member 
of it, 

Mr. PROFFIT explained. If he bad used any 
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language unbecoming to the House, the Speaker 
would have called him to order. He(Mr. P.) had 
not intended to say any thing disrespectful to the 
body. He spoke merely of what he conceived to 
be the haste and hurry with which this bill had 
been passed through; and if the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Stanty] had supposed that 
he (Mr. P.) hadin any manner violated the de- 
cencies and proprieties of debate, he (Mr. P.) was 
astonished that the gentleman should not have cal- 
led him to order. 

Mr. STANLY continued. He had preferred 
taking his own cours’. But if, as the gentieman 
now estimated, he did not mean any disrespect 
to the House, be (Mr, 8.) would pass over that 
matier. The reflection sounded the more harsh, 
coming as it did from one of our own friends. 
Could the House remember that, during the very 
last week, the gentleman from Indiana had offered 
a resolution to take a measure out of committee 
which his own friends the next day rescinded? 
Where was the gentieman’s dread of hot and inde- 
cent haste then? ‘Tbe gentleman himself, without 
consultation with auy one, so far as he (Mr. §.) 
knew, brought in that resolution. 

Mr. PROFFIT. It was handed to me by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
who reques'ed me to offer it. 

Mr. STANLY madesome further remarks, after 
which he moved the previous question. 

Mr. PROFFIT appealed to Mr. Srancy to with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. STANLY declined. 

Mr. WISE made a similar appeal to Mr. S. 
Mr. W. said he would detain the House but a mo- 
ment, 

Mr. STANLY said he could not withdraw the 
mction. The gentleman from Virginia had occu- 
pied more time than any other member. 

Mr. ALFORD rose and said he made a personal 
appeal to the genleman from North Carolina to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. STANLY. I cannot. I have already re- 
fused to do it for my own friends. 

And the question was then taken on the demand 
for the previous question, and was decided ia the 
affirmative: Ayes 110, noes not counted. 

So there was asecond. 

Mr. BIDLACK (who had called for the yeas 
and nays on seconding the previous question, 
which the Speaker had declared to be oui of or- 
der) inquired of the Chair by whatrule of the 
House he had been deprived of his constitutional 
right of calling for the yeas and nays on any ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Asecond to a question is not 
a question. 

Mr. BIDLACK. Iisa qaestion, anda very 
imporiant question. 

The SPEAKER. The whole nation and all 
former Congresses heretofore have thought differ- 
ently. 

The question recurring on ordering the main 
question— 

Mr. BOWNE asked the yeas and nays thereon, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 117, nays 96, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, L. W. An- 
drews, S. J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, 
Baker, Barnard, Barton, Beeson, Birdsbye, Black, 
Biair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, Briggs, Brock. 
way, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Bown, 
Wiliam B, Campbell, T. J. Campbell, Caruthers, 
Childs, Chittenden, John C.Clark, Cowen, Crar- 
ston, Cravens, Garrett Davis, Wm. C. Dawson, 
Deberry, Fessenden, Fillmore, Fornance, A. L. 
Foster, Gamble, Gates, Gentry, Giddings, Patrick 
G. Goode, Graham, Green, Greig, Habersham, 
Hall, Halsted, Henry, Howard, Hudson, James 
Irvin, Wm. W. Irwin, James, Isaac D. Jones, 
Joha P. Kennedy, King, Lane, Lawrence, Linn, 
Tbomas F. Marshall, S. Mason, Mathiot, Mat- 
tecks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, 
yitorgan, Morris, Morrow, Nisbet, Osborne, Owsley, 
Pendietor, Powell, Ramsey, B. Randall, A. Ran- 
dull, Randolph, Rencher, Ridgway, Rodney, Rus- 
sell, Sergeant, Shepperd, Simonton, Smith, Sol- 
lers, Stanly, Stokeley, Stratton, Stuart, Summers, 
Tahaferro, John B, Thompson, R. W. Thompson, 
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Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, Trom- 
bull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, War- 
ren, Washington, Edward D. White, J. L. White, 
Thomas W. Williams, L. Williams, C. H. Wil- 
liams, J. L. Williams, Yorke, A. Young, and 
J. Young—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alford, Arrington, Atherton, 
Banks, Bidlack, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, Aaron 
V. Brown, C. Brown, Burke, Burnell, Sampson 
H. Butler, William Butler, Wm. O. Butler, 
Green W. Caldwell, P. C. Caldwell, J. Campbell, 
Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Cross, Cushing, 
Daniel, Richard D. Davis, Dean, Dimock, Doan, 
Doig, J. C. Edwards, Everett, J. G. Floyd, C. 
A. Floyd, Gerry, Gilmer, Geggin, William O. 
Goode, Gordcn, Gustine, William S. Hastings, 
J. Hastings, Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, 


| Hubard, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jack, Cave Johnson, 
| J. W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Lewis, Little- 
| field, Lowell, A. McClellan, R. McClellan, Mc- 


Kay,McKeon, Mallory, Marchand, A. Marshall, 
John T. Mason, Mathews, Medill, Miller, New- 


| bard, Oliver, Parmenter, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, 
| Reding, Riggs, Rogers, Rovseveit, Sanford, 
| Saunders, Shaw, Shields, Slade, Snyder, Sprigg, 


Steenrod. Sumter, Sweney, Turney, Van Buren, 
Ward, Weller, Westbrook, James W. Williams, 
Wise, and Wood—96. 

So the House determined that the main question 
shonld now be taken. 

Which main qnestion being on the passage of 
the bill— 

Mr. CAWE JOHNSON asked the years and 
nays, which was ordered; and, being taken, resull- 
ed as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, L. W. An- 
drews, Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, 
Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, 
Black, Blair, Boardman, Botts, Briggs, Brock- 
way, Bronson, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, 
Burnell, William Butler, William B. Camp- 
bell, Thomas J. Campbell, Caruthers, Childs, Chit- 
tenden, J. C. Clark,Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, 
Cushing, G. Davis, Wm. C. Dawson, Deberry, 
Fessenden, Fillmore, A. L. Foster, Gamble, Gates, 
Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Patrick G. Gaode; 
Graham, Green, Greig, Habersham, Hall, Hal- 
sted, William S, Hastings, Henry, Howard, Hud- 
son, James, I. DJones, J. P. Kennedy, King, 
Lane, j{Lawrence, Linn, Thomas F. Marshall, 
Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, Morgan, Morris, 
Morrow, Nisbet, Osborne, Owsley, Pvndieton, 
Powell, Proffii, Ramsay, Benjamin Randall, 
Alexander Randall, Randolph, Rencher, Ridg- 
way, Rodney, Russell, Sergeant, Shepperd, Simon- 
ton, Smith, Sollers, Sprigg, Sianly, Stokeley, 
Stratton, Stuart, Summers, Taliaferro, Richard 
W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, 
Triplett, Trombull, Underwood, Warren, Wash- 
ington, Edward D. White, J. L. Whire, Thomas 
W. Williams, Lewis Wil'iams, Christopher H. 
Williams, Joseph L. Wil-liams, Yorke, Augus- 
tus Young, and Jc bn Young—116. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aliord, Arrmgton, Atherton, 
Banks, Beeson, Bidiack, Borden, Bowne, Boyd, 
Brewster, Aaron V. Brown, Charles Brown, 
Burke, Sampson H. Butler, William O. Butler, 
Green W. Caldwell, P. C. Caldwell, John Camp- 
bell, Cary, Chapman, Clifford, Ciinton, Cross, Da- 
niel, R. D. Davis, John B. Dawson, Dean, Di- 
mock, Doan, Doig, John Edwards, J. C. Edwards, 
Everett, Ferris, J. G. Floyd, Cias. A. Floyd, 
Fornance, Gerry, Gilmer, W. 0. Goode, Gor- 
don, Gustine, J. Hastings, Hays, Hopkins, Hons- 
ton, Hubard, Hunter, Ingersoll, James Irvin, 
Wm. W. Irwin, Jack, Cave Johnson, J. W. 
Jones, A. Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, 


A. McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, Mc- | 


Keon, Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, 
Mathews, Miller, Newhard, Oliver, Parmenter, 
Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Reding, Rigs, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Saltonstall, Sanford, Sauaders, 
Shaw, Shields, Siade, Snyder, Steenrod, Sumter, 
Sweney, John B. Thompson, Turney, Van Buren, 
Van Rensselaer, Wallace, Ward, Watterson, Wel- 
ler, Westbrook, J. W. Williams, Winthrop, Wise, 
and Wood—101.§ 
So the bill was passed. 





Mr. MEDILL, befere the vote was declared, 
rose and asked leave to record his vote. He said 
he was seldom absent from his seat during the bu- 
siness hours of the Llouse, but in the present in- 
stance he had been called to speak to a friend at 
the door, and was inadvertently standing outside 
of the bar when his name was called. The Speaker 
said it could only be done by general consent, 
Several members objecting, Mr. Mepitu desired it 
to be understood, then, that if he had been present, 
or was now permitted so to do, he would vote 
against the bill. 

(Mr. POPE, who had left the Hall on seme pri- 
vate business a few minutes before, and failed to 
return before the yeas and nays had all been 
called, made an earnest appeal for leave to have 
his name recorded, observing that he had voted for 
the third reading of the bill, and would have voted 
for its passege; but, in conformity with universal 
precedent, leave was refused. 

Mr. JOHN C. CLAKK rose and moved a re- 
consideration of the vote by which the bill had 
just been passed; on which motion Mr. C. demand- 
ed the previous question. 

After some conversation between Mr. PROFFIT 
and the SPEAKER, on a point of order— 

The question was put, and the demand for the 
previous question was seconded. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Indiana asked the yeas and 
nays on ordering the main question; which were 
ordered, and being taken, were yeas 120, nays 91. 

So the main question was ordered. 

Which main question being on the motion te re- 
consider the vote on the final passage of the bill— 

Mr. MILLER of Missouri asked the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. PROFFIT asked leave to be excused from 
voting, and assigned his reasons for so doing. 
Having done which, Mr. P. withdrew the motion 
to be excused. 

And the question “Shall the vote be reconsider- 
ed?” was then taken, and decided in the negative, 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. L. W. Andrews, Arrington, 
Atherton, Banks, Bidlack, Borden, Bowne, Boyd, 
Brewster, A. V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, 
Sampson H. Butler, Wm. 0. Butler, Green W. 
Caldwell, P. C. Caldwell, John Campbell, Cary, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Cross, Daniel, R. D. 
Davis, J. B. Dawson, Dean, Dimock, Doan, Doig, 
J. C. Edwards, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charles 
A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, Gilmer, William 0. 
Goode, Gordon, Gustine, John Hastings, Hays, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hunter, Ingersoll, 
William W. Irwin, Jack, Cave Johnson, J. W. 
Jones, A. Kennedy, Lewis, Littlefield, Lowell, A. 
McClellan, Robert McClellan, McKay, McKeon, 
Mallory, Marchand, Alfred Marshall, J. Thomp- 
son Mason, Mathews, Medil!, Miller, Newhard, 
Oliver, Parmenter, Patridge, Payne, Pickens, 
Plamer, Proffit, Reding, Riggs, Rogers, Roosevelt, 
Saltonstall, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Shields, 
Slade, Snyder, Steenrod, Sumier, Sweney, John B. 
Thompson, Turney, Van Buren, Van Rensselaer, 
Ward, Watterson, Weller, Westbrook, James W. 

Williams, Winthrop, Wise, and Wood—99. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, S. J. Andrews, 
Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, Bar- 
ton, Birdseye, Black, Blair, Boardman, Botts, 
Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Milton Brown, J. 
Brown, Burnell, William Butler, Wm. B. Camp- 
bell, Thomas J. Campbel!, Caruthers, Childs, Chit- 
tenden, John C. Clark, Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, 
Cushing, Garrett Davis, Wm. C. Dawson, De- 
berry, Fessenden, Fillmore, A. Lawrence Foster, 
Gamble, Gates, Gentry, Giddings, Goggin, Patrick 
G. Goode, Graham, Green, Greig, Habersham, 
Hall, Halstead, William S. Hastings, Henry, 
Howard, Hudson, James, Isaac D. Jones, J. P. 
Kennedy, King, Lane, Lawrence, Linn, Thomas 
F. Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mat- 
tocks, Maxwell, Maynard, Meriwether, Moore, 
Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Nisbet, Osborne, Ows- 
ley, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Ramsey, Benjamin 
Randall, Alexander Randall, Randolph, Rencher, 
Ridgway, Rodney, Russell, Sergeant, Shepperd, 
Simonton, Smith, Sollers, Sprigg, Stanly, Stokeley, 
Stratton, Swart, Summers, Taliaferro, Richard W. 
Thompson, Tillinghast,’ Toland, Tomlinson, Trip- 
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lett, Trumbull, Underwood, Warren, Washinzton, 
Edward D. White, Joseph L. White, Thomas 
W. Williams, Lewis Williams, C. H. Williams, 
Joseph L. Williams, Yorke, Augustus Young, 
and Joho Young—115. ; 


So the vote was not reconsidered. 


And the SPEAKER having read the title, and 
put the questiin “Sball this be the tile of the 
bill?” 

Mr. WISE rose and moved to amend the same, 
by striking out the title just read, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words ‘a bill to violate the com- 
promise actof 21 March, 1833.” He said that 
every head should suit its body, and every body 
should suit its head. Every caption should suit its 
chapter, and the chapter should suit the caption. 
So should the title of a bill suitthe bill itself If 
the opporiunity had been given of recording the 
yeas and nays upon certain amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole, he should not have oc- 
cupied the time of the Eleuce in putting a vain ques- 
tion; for a vain question, he was satisfied it would 
be. If the amendment which he had offered in 
Committee of ithe whole relative to unbleached 
linens; if he could have had the yeas and nays cn 
that question, he would have been content to let 
the bill pass with its origiral title. The cotton 
bagging of Kentucky already had a protection of 
three and a half per cent. and this bill gave it an 
additional protection of seventeen and a half per 
cent. under the form of bleached and unbleeched 
linens, which was in direct violation of the 
fourth section of the compromise act. He 
should have been glad to have had the yeas 
and nays on th:s question, and to have made 
some remarks on this and other questions, but the 
House had adopted the “Shrewsbury clocksystem, 
and we have, said he if I may be allowed the 
expression, unminded ourse!ve-, andceased to be 
thinking and speaking legislators, to become mrre 
voting machines. He regretted that the House 
had not adopted the resolution of the gentleman 
trom Indiana, providing fer taking the yeas and 
nays on questions in Committee of the Whole. 
Had this been done, the country would have seen 
what members voted for giving an additional pro- 
tection to cotton bagging, and who hed voted 
azainst the amendment of the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Hoxtmes] to strike out raw 
hides. It would have been seen who were willing 
to break up the compromise act of 1833. As he 
had remarked on a former oce:sion, if cotton could 
stand this biil, so could yellow corn. In the 
course of his remarks, Mr. W. referred to the ge- 
neral state of our commercial relations with France 
and Germany. ‘These showed, said Mr. W. that 
the balance of trade was in our favor. And he 
would say to those gentlemen especially who voted" 
for this bill, that he should have been glad to see 
the yeas and nays in relation to the articles on 
which retaliatory duties were proposed to be !aid. 
This bill, however, did not bear as hard on France 
as it did on Germany, for France sends to us the 
finer silks, while Germany sends silks of a coarser 
description. He should like to have seen the yeas 
and nays on the test question that was offered in re- 
lation to the trade of Germany; and he thought they 
would have been excellent political capital to be 
used in the next elections. As there had been no 
opportunity given to test the qiestion upon 
tuese points by yeas and nays, gentlemen would 
now be able to escape from all responsibili- 
ty, and might say that they were obliged 
to take the whole bill or nothing. Gentlemen 
spoke of taking upon themselves the responsibility 
of this bill. Sir, this is the way in which they 
take responsibility by having important questions 
decided in commitice of the whole, and a rule that 
prohibits the yeas and nays from being taken in 
that stage of the proceedings. The official organ 
—the National Intelligencer—this morning an- 
nounced that this bill was bat a temporary mea- 
sure. This he was already aware of. He had 
said, when he was up last, that this bill would 
barely have time to unseitle all our commercial 
relations, when it would be followed hy another 
and a stronger measure of the same kind: that for 
the present it would operate as a bounty in favor of 
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those who had goods un hand to the great detri- 
ment of the importer and agriculiurist. 

Mr. FILLMORE here cailed Mr. W. to order 
on the ground of irrelevancy. 

Mr. WISE insisted that he was speaking direct- 
ly to the point. His amendment proposed to enti 
tle the bill “an act to vicla'e the compromise act of 
1833. This brought in the whole merits of the 
amendments, and he was endeavoring to show that 
it did violate it in important particulars. He knew 
what he was about. 

The SPEAKER decided that the gentleman 
from Virginia was in order. 

Mr. WISE continued. The tile of a bill, 
said he, is one thing, and its meaning is another. 
It was time that this bumbuggery of titles should 
cease, and that they should honestly express the 
purportand intents of the bills they belong to. For 
his part he wanted tocall a spade a spade, and 
all things by their right names. Many gentle- 
men, in his opinion, thought they had gained a 
great point in this violation of the compromise act. 
They would come here next winter witha large 
majority, and remodel the tariff as they please, 
without having the compremise to stand in their 
way. It wastrue, that many of them professed 
not to be in favor of excessive duties; but this was 
the case only with those representing the large ca- 
pitalists, who knew that high duties would produce 
great competition. But capital was warred upon 
by the many, and the people of this country would 
not long brook monopolies. The smaller capital- 
ists would vote them down, and insist upom com- 
ing in for their share of the advanteges to be de- 
rived from a protective tariff. The gentlemen here 
who represented ine smaller manufacturing esta- 
blishments had kept their mouths shut, knowing 
that by the passage of this bill a principle was esta- 
blished which would enable them to compete with 
their more wealthy neighbors. They will then, 
s3id Mr. W. tell you, in the language of the gentle- 
man from Massachuseits, (Mr. Apams,] that the 
compromise is thrown to the dogs. Ay, sir, it 
will then be a bone without any meat on it, for the 
dogs tognaw. Gentlemen might call it, he said, 
ultraism; but he called the compromise the middle 
ground between the two extremes, and on that mid- 
die ground he took his stand. He knew that these 
sentiments were not agreeable to some gentle- 
men. Some of them had told him that 
he was not to lead them, but there were some gen- 
tlemen he would not lead if he could. He would 
not be leader of acorporal’s guard of them; and if 
they were in his ranks he would drive them off, 
for they would drag so heavy that they would keep 
a giant back. He was glad to hear from the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina that the Whigs who 
wee fighting the battles of the South by opposing 
the violation of the compromise act were not to be 
proscribed. He was glad that they were not to be 
read out of the Whig church because they were wil- 
ling to vote with the Loco Foecs against the policy 
of a protective tanff. He was glad that so much 
charity was to be shown them—for, at the begin- 
ning of the sessiun the gentleman reminded him of 
the Pope at the Vatican, when he was standirg 
with papal authority over that House, and issuirg 
his bulls, disclaiming him pro forma. Mr. W. af- 
ter a few more remarks, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to amend the said title 
by adding thereto the following words: 

“And 7 a tax onthe producing classes to make up the con- 
templated deficiency in the Sreaeury, Sones from the antici- 


pated distribution of the proceeds of the public domain, for the 
benefit of stockjobbers, loanholders, and speculators.” 


Mr. TRIPLETT inquired of the Speaker 
whether, after a bill had been passed by the House, 
it was in order fsr a member to insult the majority 
by spreading upon its journal a pretended title of 
this description. 

The SPEAKER replied that he did not see any 
thing in the phraseology of the proposed amend- 
ment that amounted to an insult to the House. 

Mr. BIDLACK said he had drawn the amend- 
ment hastily, and shculd be very sorry if any gen- 
tlemen suppresed he wished to impugn their mo- 
tives. It was not in his nature to arraign the 
motives of others. It wasa mere difference of 
opinion as to the proper name for the bill. Sir, 
(said Mr. B.) I am one of those who think things 
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should be called by their right names; and he be- 


lieved ihe title which he had proposed for the biil, 
was the best description that could be given to it, 
For himself, he most firmly beleved, whatever 


gentlemen might tin’, the operations of the bill 


would be to tax tea and coffee, and ovher necessa- 
ties of life, cousumed alike | y all classes, while it 


exenmpted trom tax, railroad iron and othee arucles 


for the b_nefit of corporations. 
He went on to show that the fx upon tea and 


coffee of more than two and a half millions of dol- 


lars, was intended to supply that amount sabtract- 


ed annually by the contemplated distribation of the 


proceeds of the sales of the public lands. Mr. B. 
was desirous for an early and fioal adjournment, 


aud had, therefore, forborne from consuming time 


in the previous discussion; but he was anxious that 
this most unjust proposition shoul { be brought upon 
its face in connection with the bill which had ren- 
dered it necessary, and that it should go forth to 
the world with i's proper name upon its front. He 
knew the majority would be opposed to it, and 
would vote it down; end having briefly expressed 
his opinion of the bill, he would withdraw the 
amendment, rather than consume time im the vote 
or discussion upon it. 

Mr. BURNELL replied at length to Mr, BID- 
LACK, and asked where the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania was when an amendment was pro- 
posed by his collergue to exempt tea and coffee. 

Mr. BIDLACK rose and was understood to say, 
I voted for the amendment exempting tea and 
coffee. I desire, also, to inquire of the Speaker 
what is the question before the House? 

Mr. BURNELL. So the argumentum ad homi- 
nem, it appear, is sometimes effective. 

Mr. BIDLACK rose again to withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. BURNELL insisted that the gentleman 
could not withdraw his amendment whilst he (Mr, 
Buaneci) was on the floor. 

And the SPEAKER so decided. 

After seme furiher remarks from Mr. BUR- 
NELL, 

Mr. BIDLACK withdrew his amendment. 

And the question then being on the original title 
of the bill, 

The previous question was put and seconded. 

The main question (being on the title of the bill) 
was ordered, and being taken, was decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the House determined that the title should be 
“A bill in relaticn to duties and drawbacks.” 

And then, on motion of Mr. BRIGGS, 

The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE, 
Monpary, August 2, 1841. 

The following memorials and petitions were pre- 
sented, viz: 

By Mr. WRIGHT: From the Chamber of 
Commerce of the city of New York, remonstratiog 
agiinst the passage of the tariff bill in its present 
shape. Referred to the Committee on Finznce, 
and ordered to be prinied. 

Also, fom a number of merchants and mercan- 
tile traders on the same subject. Referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, from citens of Niagara, New York, re- 
monstrating against the disiribution of the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A remonstrance from 
some of the merchan's of Philadelphia against the 
passage of a bankrupt bill. The remonstrance 
states that the bill took them by surprise; that ir 
deeply affects their interests, &c. 

Mr. B. said the memoria! was a little out of time, 
the bill havirg been passed and gone from the 
body. He would therefore move only to lay it on 
the table. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: From citizens of Mo- 
riab, N. Y. sirongly urging the passage of a gene- 
ral bankrupt Jaw. 

Mr. T. said this was also a little out of time, but 
the object, so far as the Senate was concerned, had 
been allained. 

Also, from a very large number of citizens of 
New York, in favor ofa National Bank: Laid oa 
the table, and ordered to be printed, 
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Also, the proceedings of a meeting in Rochester, 
New York, in favor of a bankrapt Jaw. Laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, from four or five hundred citizens of New 
York, asking an increase of duty om watches, parts 
of watches, pearls, jewellery, &c. Referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. KING: From citizens of Alabama, in- 
tending to migrate to the Oregon Territory. The 
memorialisis desire to go by the Isthmus as the 
best route, and ask that arrangements may be 
made by the Government to pro’ect then under the 
laws of the United States when they reach there. 
My. K. said many of the memorialists were per- 
sona'ly known to him, and were men of worth. 
He did not think that any action could be had on 
the memorial at this session, but early at the next 
session he would feel it his duty to take the mat- 
ter up. 

Mr. LINN was glad to hear the remarks of the 
Senator from Alabama. There were now upwards 
of athousand American citizens in the Territory 
of Oregon, subjected entirely to the laws of the 
Hudson Bay Company. He Mr. L. had lately 
seen a gentleman from that regien who gave hima 
glorious account of the settlement, i's prosperous 
and happy condition, &c. The memorial was laid 
on the table. 


By Mr. EVANS: From citizens of Maine, in 
favor of a bankrupt law. Laid on the table. 


By Mr. CLAY: Frem manufacturers of glass, 
stating that if a duty was placed on the articles 
now admitted free of duty, ured in the manufac- 
ture of that article, it would act injoriously to the 
interests of the manufacturers. Referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


By Mr. MILLER: From manufacturers of silk 
hats, of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and 
Newark, New Jersey, praying that a duiy may not 
be imposed on plush, used in the manufacture 
of silk hats. Referred to the Commiitee on Fi- 
nance. 


Mr. CALHOUN presented the proceedings of a 
large and respectable portion of the Democratic 
citizens of Cumberland county, Virginia, held at 
the couri-house of said county, July 26, 1841, at 
which Col. James Isbell wis appointed chairman, 
and Samuei Hobson secretary. A committee, 
consisting of Robert Henderson, John W. Wilson, 
John C. Page, Benjamin Allen, John P. Wilson, 
William B. Crowder, and John Garrott, esquires, 
were appointed to draft resolutions, “hich were 
unanimously adopted. The resolutions assert that 
it is the right and duty of the people, when mea- 
sures are proposed involving the public weal, to 
express their sentiments thereon. They regard the 
incorporation of a National Bank as en act of 
usurpation by Congress, unsanctioned by the Con- 
stitulion—a proposition to confer the power having 
been twice rejected by the Convention. That they 
regard a National Bank as an institution of deadly 
hostility to the principles of our Government, and 
mischievous to the interests of our country. That, 
solemnly impressed with the conviction of the un- 
constitutionality and injurious tendency of a Na- 
tional Bank, should one be established by the 
present or any future Congress, no matter by what 
name, or where located, they hold it to be the 
rightand bounden duty of any sucerecing Con- 
gress, whenever the people shall have given it the 
power, to “clear away the rubbish” and to esta- 

lish in its place a system compatible with the pro- 
visions of the Constitution, and with the spirit of 
our Republican institutions. In a word, they go 
decidedly for the REPEAL of its charier. They 
deny that in the election of General Harrison the 

ple decided in favor of a National Bank, as in 
irginia both General Harrison and Mr. Tyler 
Were supported on the grounds of their hostility to 
that insututien. They utterly disapprove’ an | 
condemn the proposition to distribute the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, as a measure un- 
warranted by the Constitution, and insid:ously de- 
signed as an entering wedge of a system combin- 
irg an indirect assumption of the debts of the 
States, with a protective tariff, against both of 
which they enter their solemn protest snd remon- 
strance. They express their opinion that the pre- 


sent extra session of Congress wasentirely uncalled 
for by the public interest. 

Mr. C. said, he heartily concurred in the sen- 
viménts expressed in-these resolutions. He con- 
sidered the Bank charter of this extra session no- 
thing less than the entering wedge of the American 
system. It was not his intention to accompany 
these resolutions with any lengthy remarks of his 
own. It had been asserted with seeming confi- 
dence, as if undeniable, from the very beginning 
of this exira session, that the people of the United 
States had at the late Presidential election decided 
the question of a National Bank. This he wholly 
denied: the people of Virginia, North Carolina, 
and several other States, denied it. The great 
body of the people of the United States were not 
in favor of any National Bank; in many of the 
States there is a violent oppesition to any measure 
of the kind 

Mr. HENDERSON rose to notice one expres- 
sion in this petition, which he had also noticed in 
several others, which no Senator had undertook to 
sustain by his argument—it had become a hack- 
neyed phrase in these petitions—viz: the unconsti- 
tutionality of a National Bank; and that the ques- 
tion of its constitutionality was raised in the con- 
vention that framed the Constitution. This asser- 
tion he denied, and should be ready to defend his 
position when the subject should be discussed. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama said he could not con- 
sent to let the remarks which had just fallen from 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HenpErson] 
pass altogether without notice and uncontroverted. 
He said he had, with no little surprise, heard that 
Senator deny that the proposition had been made 
in the convention which framed the Constiiu'ion, 
ta give Congress the power to create a National 
Bank. The Senator from Mississippi alleged that 
though it had been often asserted that such a pro- 
position had been made in the convention and re- 
jected, no one had attempted here to sustain the 
fact by proof; and he insisted that the assertion 
must be unfounded. Now he (Mr. C,) had heard 
this declaration with some astonishment; for, ona 
fermer oceasion, he had, himself, adverted te the 
subject, and had adduced what he considered very 
satisfactory evidence in support of the proposition. 

[Here Mr Henperson remarked that he intend- 
ed to be understood as saying, that no attempt to 
sustain the pesition had heen made in the 
course of the debate on the Bank bill, which had 
passed the Senate at the present session ] 

Mr. C. remarked that it was by no means neces- 
sary to show that any such propesition had been 
made and rejected in the convention, to establish 
the unconstitutionality of a National Bank. He 
said it was sufficient for those who were opposed 
to such an institution to maintain that no such 
power was exoressly granted to Congress by the 
Constitution; and, in conneciion, to rely on that 
article which expressly declares that the powers 
not delegated by that instrument were reserved to 
the States respectively, or to the people. The op- 
penents of a Bank might in vain call on its friends 
to show any clause of the Constitution which grant- 
ed the power in question; and they might as tri- 
umphantly defy them to show that the exercise of 
such a power was necessary and proper to carry 
into effect those which were delegated. He said 
experience had abundantly proved that a National 
Bank was not indispensable to give effect to the 
granted powers; and that was the true meaning of 
the term ‘“‘necessary.” 

But, Mr. C. said, tocome more immediately to 
the point made by the Senator from Mississippi, it 
could be easily shown that it had been, at least 
twice, proposec in the convention by Mr. Madison 
io give Congress the power to create corporations, 
and that it failed on each occasion. 

[Here Mr. HENDERSON was understood to say, 
that the power to create a corporation would not 
include the power to create a Bank.] 

Mr. C. asked him if a Bank could be established 
without an act of incorperation? 

Mr. HENDERSON replied it could. 

Mr. CLAY replied, though there might be pri- 
vate bankers, or private banking companies, with- 
out an act of incorporation, that he had never 
known a public institution of the kind which was 








not a corporation. That was the understanding of 
the whole country now, and it was equally so 
when the Constitution was adopted, as would snf. 
ficiently appear by a portion of its history, which 
he would presently bring to the notice of the Se- 
nate. He said the Bank established in 1791 was 
a corporation—so was that which was established 
in 1816—and the bill which had passed the Senate 
the other day, also, created a corporation, to be 
called the “Fiscal Bank of the United States.” In- 
deed, every attempt heretofore made to establish a 
National Bank had been by acts of incorporation— 
no other plan, so far as he (Mr. C.) was advised, 
had been attempted by Congre’s in more than halt 
a century.{ 

Mr. C. said Mr. Madison had, in the first place, 
submitted a proposition, in the convention, to give 
Congress the power to create corporations, amongst 
various other powers, some of which had been 
adopted, and now composed parts of the Constitn- 
tion; but the committee to whom the subject was 
referred, had repudiated the power in question and 
refused to give it their sanction. Ata subsequent 
stage of the session, the same gentleman moved to 
grant the same power, by way of amendment to a 
motion which had been made by Dr. Franklin; 
and, as the subject was one of deep and pervading 
interest, Mr. C. said he would detain the Senate 
by reading the account given of it by Mr. Madison 
himself. He then read from the 3d volume of the 
Madi-on papers, pages 1576 and 1577, as follows: 


“Dr. Franklin® moved to add, after the words ‘post roads,’ 
article 1, section 8, a power ‘to provide for cutting canals 
where deemed necessary.’ 

“Mr. Wilson seconded the motion. 

“Mr. Sherman objected. The expense in such cases will fal! 
on the United States, and the benefit accrue to the places where 
the canals may be cut. 

“Mr. Wilson. Instead of being an expense tothe United 
States, they may be made a source of revenue. 

“Mr. Madison suggested an enlargement of the motion into a 
power ‘to grant charters of incorporation where the interest of 
the United States might require, and the legislative provisions 
of individual States may be incompetent.’ His primary object 
was, however, to secure an easy communication between the 
States, which the free intercourse now to be opened seemed to 
call for. The political obstacles being removed, a removal! of 
the natural ones, as far as possible, ought to follow. 

“Mr. Randolph seconded the proposition. 

“Mr. King though the power unnecessary 

“Mr. Wilson. It isnecessary to prevent a State from ob- 
structing the general welfare. ; ie 

“Mr. King. The States will be prejudiced and divided into 
parties by it. In Philadelphia and New York it will be re. 
ferred to the establishment ofa Bank, which has been a subject 
of contention in those cities. In other places it will be referred 
to mercantile monopolies. 

“Mr. Wilson mentioned the importance of facilitating, by ca- 
nals, the communication with the western settlements. As to 
banks, he did not think with Mr. King, that the power in that 
point of view would excite the prejudices and parties appre 
hended. As to mercantile monopolies, they are already in- 
cluded in the power to regulate trade. 

“Col. Mason was for limiting the power to the single case of 
canals. He was afraid of monopolies of every sort, which he 
did not think were by any means already implied by the Con- 
stitution, as supposed by Mr. Wilson. 

“The motion being so modified as to admit a distinct ques- 
tion specifying and limited to the case of canals. 

“Pennsylvania, Virginia, and Georgia.—Aye, 3. 

“New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Mew Jersey, 
Delaware, Maryland, North Carolina, and South Carolina.— 
No, 8. 

“The other part fell, of course, as including the power re- 
jected.” 





*This motion, by Dr. Franklin, not stated in the printed jour- 
nal, as are some other motions 

Mr. Cray then remarked, it could no longer 
be controverted, that it had been proposed in the 
common to give Congress the power “to grant 
charters of incorporation;” and it was equally 
clear that it was understood by the members of 
of that enlightened body, that the power to grant 
charters of incorporation did include the power to 
create a National Bank, 

Mr. Kine distinctly said: “The States will be 
prejudiced and divided into parties by it. In Phila- 
deiphia and New York it will be referred to the 
establishment of a National Bank, which has been 
a subject of contention in those cities.” 

Here (Mr. C. said) it was shown that the first, 
and obviously the chief ground relied on in op- 
position to the motion by Mr. Rufus King, than 
whom no member of the body was, perhaps, more 
distinguished for intellectual power and discrim- 
na'ion, was that it would be “referred to the esla- 
blishment of a National Bank.” The very first 
idea that struck his mind was, that the power to 
create a corporation was a power to create a Bank. 
And did any member of that enlightened body 
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deny the factor raive any question of the sound- 
ness of his construction? No, sir. no. So far from 
controverting the opinion of Mr. King on that 
point, Mr. Wilson virtually admits its correctness, 
by remarking: ‘‘as to banks, he did not agree with 
Mr. King that the power in that point of view would 
excite the prejudices and parties apprehended.” He 
admitted, in effect, tat the power to creafe a Bank 
would be embraced in Mr. Madison’s motion; but 
he denied that it would excite “the prejudices and 
parties apprehended,” or in other words, be as un- 
pular as was supposed. 

Upon the suggestion of Colonel Mason, the mo- 
tion was so modified, as to take the question, in 
ihe first place on Dr, Franklin’s propositi.n; and 
what was the result? Why the motion was lost; 
only three States voting in the affirmative, and eight 
in the negative. And Mr. Madison remarks: 

“The other part fell of course, as included in the 
power rejected.” 

Mr.C. said this evidence would seem to be suf- 
ficient, of itself, to settle the question; but it did 
not stand uncorroborated. Long before the publi- 
cation of the book fro. which he had read, the 
fact had been asserted, and reiterated again and 
again. Mr. Madison, in his speech against the 
Bank, which was chartered in the year 1791, be- 
sides arguing against the policy and expediency of 
the measure, amongst other things, used the fol- 
lowing language: 

“In making these remarks on the merits of the bill, he had 
reserved to himself the right to deny the authority of Congress 
to passit. He had entertained this opinion from the date of 
the Constitution. His impression might perhaps be the 
stronger because he well recollected that a power to grant 
charters of incorporation hud been proposed in the Gene- 
1 eee and rejected.”’—4th vol. Cong. Debates of 

‘ ° . 

Here Mr. Madison “reserved to himself the 
right to deny the authority of Congress to pass” 
the Bank charter: and why did he do so? “Be- 
cause he well recollected that a power to grant 
charters of incorporation had been proposed in the 
General Convention, and rejected.” Is it not ma- 
nifest, frou this remark, that Mr. Madison under- 
stood the power to charter an incorporation, and 
create a Bank, as one and the same thing? Does 
he not treat them as identical? Sir, said Mr. C. 
no one can deny it. 

Tothe same point, Mr. C. said, we also had the 
evidence of that great man, and distinguished pa- 
triot, Mr. Jefferson, who, although not a member 
of the convention, was colemporary with it, and 
probably knew tore of its secret history than any 
man who did not belong to that body. When 
called on by Gen. Washington te give his opinion 
of the Bank charter which passed in 1791, he ad- 
verted to the fac’, now attempted to be denied, and 
in that important state paper he made the following 
remark: 


“It is known that the very power tocreatea Bank now pro- 
posed as @ means, was rejected as an end by the convention 
which formed the Constitution. A proposition was made to 
them to authorize Congress to open canals, and an amendatory 
one, to empower them to incorporate. But the whole was re- 
jected; and one of the reasons of rejection urged in the debate 
was, that they then would have a power to erecta Bank which 
would render the great cities, where there were prejudices 
and jealousies on that subject, adverse to the reception of the 
Constitution.’ 


ltis thus seen, said Mr. C. that Mr. Jefferson, 
on that grave occasion, alluded to this very power 
to charier corporations, as identical with that to 
create a Bank. He spoke of il, not as matter of 
opinion, or conjecture, but as a historical truth, 
that the proposition to grant to Congress the power 
to Gharter corporations involved the power to cre- 
ate a Bank—and said “the whole was rejected.” 

Mr. C. remarked, such was the high and incon- 
trovertible evidence on which the opponents of a 
National Bank rested their assertion, thata mo- 
tion had been made to confer the power on Con- 
gress to create such an ins'itution, and that that 
motion had been rejected in the convention. Could 
any thing more conclusive be shown? Could any 
one doubt the authority or verity of the Madison 
papers? Could any one suppose, for a moment, 
that their venerated author ei-her misnnderstood 
or misrepresented any important proposition, which 
was ever made in that body, of which he was 
himself a distinguished member? This book was 
not made up for selfish or temporary purposes—-it 
was never pablished tili after his death—he had 
no possible motive for misrepresentation. He made 





a public deciarativa to the same effect in Congress, 
in 1791—and no one controverted its truth. Mr. 
Jefferson stated the same facts, as we have seen, 
in his opinion given to General Washington, on 
the constitutionality of the first Bank charter; yet 
he too has remained uncontradicted. And, sir, 
shall the truth of the record and the credibility of 
our Jefferson and our Madison be calied in ques- 
tion, at this late day? No one would have ven- 
tured to impeach their veracity while living, and 
the respect and veneration of their country for 
their memories, will be a shield of protection to 
their reputations when dead. 

He, Mr. C. trusted that a large majority of the 
American people, hereafier, as heretofore, wouid 
continue to deny Congress the power which the 
Senator asseris the Constitution confers, but which 
it is manifest the Convention refused to grant. 

Mr. HENDERSON reiterated his assertion that 
there was no subject before the Convention in 
which the Bank question was at issue, and stated 
his views of what Mr. Madison meant. 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama asked the Senator from 
Mississippi to allow him to call his attention to 
what Mr. Madison had said; and read again from 
Mr. Madisou’s speech against the Bank in ’91, his 
assertion, that “he well recollected that a power to 
grant charters of incorporation had been pro- 
posed in the gene’al convention and rejected.” 

Mr. HENDERSON contended that it was not 
meant that the convention should negative the 
power, but that it should not then assert it, 

Mr. CLAY of Alabama remarked that he had 
not anticipated this question, and consequenily had 
noi come prepared with all the authority which 
might be adduced to prove that the proposition to 
grant Congress the power to create a National 
Bank had been made and rejected in the conven- 
tion. But he had now an additional authority, 
which he would bring to the notice of the Senate. 
He would read a paragraph from the 4th vol. of 
Mr. Jefferson’s works, page 506, which was fall to 
the point, and furnished irrefiagable evidence of 
the fact for which he had contended. In relating 
a conversation, which seems to have taken place 
at dinner, on the 11th of March, 1798, Mr. Jeffer- 
son speaks as follows: 

“Baldwin mentions at table the following fact. When the 
Bank bill was under discussion in the House of Representa. 
tives, Judge Wilson came in, and was standing by Baldwin. 
Baldwin reminded him of the following fact, which passed in 
the grand convention. Among the enumerated powers given 
to Congress, Was one to erect corporations. It was, on debate, 
struck out. Several particular powers were then proposed. 
Among others, Rebert Morris prepese dto give Congress a 
power to establish a National Bank Gouverneur Morris 
opposed it, observing that it was extremely doubtful whether 
the Constitution they were framing could ever be passed at all 
by the people of America; that to give it its best chance, how- 
ever, they should make it as palatable as possible, and put 
nothing into it, not very essential, which might raise up ene- 
mies; that his colleague (Rebert Morris) well knew that ‘a 
bank’ was in their State (Pennsylvania) the very watchword of 
party; that a bank had been the great bone of contention be 
tween the two parties of the State, from the establishment of 
their constitution, having been erected, put down, and erected 
again, as either party preponderated; that, therefore, to insert 
this power would instantly enlist against the whole instrument 
the whole of the anti-bank party in Pennsyivania. Whereupon 
it was rejected, as was every other special pewer, except that of 
giving copy rights to authors, and patents to inventors; the 


general power of incorporating being whittled down to this 
shred. Wilson agreed to the fact.” 


Now, said Mr. C. this evidence skould settle the 
question raised by she Senator from Mississippi, in- 
contesiably. We are no longer dependent on the 
construction, though sufficiently indisputable, that 
the power to grant corporations was proposed and 
rejected; and that such power necessarily involved 
that to crea‘e a Bank. We here have it established 
by the testimony or members of the convention and 
their cotemporaries, that a motion was made speci- 
fically “to give Congress a power to establish a 
National Bank,” and that, after ¢xplanation and 
discussion, ‘‘it was rejected.” 

Having such evidence to sustain the fact which 
had been controverted by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, it should excite no surprise, Mr. C. thought, 
that the epponeats of a Bank had so often repeated 
its as-ertion, And he could assure that Senaior 
that it would continue to be repeated and rei‘erated, 
not only here, but throughout the Union—not only 
now, but on ail occasions hereafter, until this evi- 
dence was destroyed, that the Constitution neither 
eonfers, nor was intended to confer, the power to 
create a National Bank; but, on the contrary, that 














the convention which framed that instrument repu- 
diated and rejected the proposition in every form. 

Mr. HENDERSON said that Mr. Jefferson's 
noie had Jed to the whole error. Mr. Jefferson 
was not in the convention, being a member of Gen. 
Washington’s cabinet at the time. 

Mr. CALHOUN said, if there was nothing else 
to repel the assault made by the Senator from Mis- 
sitsippi on their proceedings, the extract read by 
the Senator from Alabama from Mr. Madison's 
speech on the Bank bill, in 1701, would be suffi- 
cient. It asserts that a proposition was made in 
the convention to give Congress the power to graat 
charters of incorporation, and that it was rejected. 
The only point, then, is, was it intended, in the 
proposed grant of power, to comprehend the right 
of chartering a Bank? The general term of the 
proposition is, one would suppose, sufficient 10 de- 
cide tha!; but if it is not, the fact that he stated it, 
in order to show that the convention, by rejecting 
the propesition, intended to withhold the power of 
chartering a Bank, is decisive, and fully justifies 
the assertion in these proceedings, that the power 
to grant the right of chartering a Bank was refused 
by the convention. If confirmation of so clear a 
deduction is wanting, it would be found in the 
other authorities adduced by the Senator from Ala- 
bama. 

We on this side would have been glad te meet 
those on the other side of the chamber on the broad 
question of the constitutionality of a Bank; bat we 
understand them as declining the discussion on 
the ground that it was settled by precedents, and the 
decision of the Supreme Court. We deny that it 
has, or can beso settled. The precedents are both 
ways, and the courtdeclined the decision of the 
question by deciding that it belonged to Congress 
to determine whether an act is necessary and pro- 
per to execute any of the granted powers. Bat we 
take higher ground, and hold, that had the prece- 
dents been all one way, and the decision of the 
court directly on the point, they could not overrule 
the Constitution. We hold that to be the para- 
mount authority, which controls all others. 

Mr. MOREHEAD said he would like te see 
the authority from which the Senator concluded 
the proposition of a Bank had been referred to the 
convention and rejected. 

Mr. CALHOUN, in answer, read the exfracts 
from Mr. Madison’s speech, above referred to, ac- 
companied by remarks, going to show that it fully 
sustained the grounds he had taken. 

Mr. MOREHEAD went into some details to 
show that the question of a Bank was not then 
tested. 

Mr. ARCIIER would undertake to say that no 
such sent'ment as that of repeal would be held by 
any large Or respectable portion of the people of 
his State. He utierly repudiated such a principle 
himself, and was confident that it would be repu- 
diated by the people of Virginia. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that the Senator mistook 
the resolution. It affirmed nothing, as to the opi- 
nion of the people of Virginia on the subject of re- 
peal. Itsimply asserted that the Bank was uncon- 
stitutional, mischievous, and deadly hostile to 
liberty; and that, regarding it as such, it was not 
only the right but the duty of Congress to repeal the 
charter, when there should be a majority against it. 
He (Mr. C.) concurred in the opinion, although 
his regard for contracts was equal to the Senators, 
or any other member of the body. But according 
to his opinion, the highest and most sacred of all 
contracts was that of the Constitution, which form- 
ed the Union, and from which the Guvernment it- 
self derived its existence. All contracts or charters 
in violation of it were null and void. Such he be- 
lieved to be that of the proposed Bank; and so be- 
lieving, he regarded its repeal, not a violation, but 
tbe upholding the most solemn and binaing of ai! 
contracts—the Constitution. 


In asserting that this high remedy was appli- 
cable to this case, he did not wish to be under- 
stood that it was his opinion it ought to be applied 
to all questions of doubtfal constitutionaliiy; for 
instance to those agitated for the first time, or 
passed witheut due notice, on the pari of the mi- 
norty, of their intentionto repeal. High conside- 
rations of expediency would forbid a resort to such 
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@remedy under such circumstances; but that was 
not this case. This is not a new question. It bas 
been agitated for half a century between the two 
parties which divide the country, and is the most 
prominent of all the questions in that system of 
measures on which they have beendivided. Just 
at the moment, when that system of which it is the 


head, had been overthrown, the party friendly to | 


the system gaived an accidental and temporary vic- 
tory, by causes not necessary to explain at this 
time. Dreading a reaction, thy called at this 
unsuitable season, an extraordinary session, be- 
fore many of the States had electcd members 
for the present Congress, and while two 
are still unrepresented in the other House, 
and one but balf represented in this, in 
order t© restore in a_ single session,. a 
system of measures which had cost half a 
ceptury of continued and strenuous efforts on 
the part of their opponents to overthrow. To ac- 
complish their objects, the most despotic rules have 
been adopted, and a gag put on the liberty of de- 
bate. In order to secure and give permanency to 
their victory, every effort has been directed to 


force through a Bank, chartered for twenty years; | 


believing, and justly believing, that if one could 
be adopted and continued for so long a period, it 
would carry ia ils train for the same time the 
whole system of which it is the head, debts, tariffs, 
taxes, distribution, and wagelul expenditures. 
Thus thinking, it was determined to force the bill 
through atallevents. It was found it could not 


pass in the form it was introduced. A thing called | 
acompromise was patched up to reconcile dif- | 


ferences that were in their nature irreconcilable. 


So monstrous was i character, that two members | 


of the party coald not vote for it under the highest 


pressure, but who were induced to absent them- | 


selves, in order that a minoii'y might pass it. 
Even then the thing calied compromise was adopted 
by asingle vote, and the bill ordered to be en- 
grossed by the same. Had the two absenting Se- 


nators attended, it would have been lost; or had | 


Tennesree been fully represented, it would have 
shared the same fate. It is, then, clearly a mi- 
nority bill, passed against the sense of the Senate, 
under the false assumption that ihe question of the 
Bank was put in issue at the late Presidential elec- 
tion, when it is notorious that in many of the 
States, and, among otherg, Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, and Alabama, it was not only explicitly de- 
nied by the pariy that it constituted any part of 
the issue, but positively asserted that General Har- 
rison and Mr. Tyler were both opposed to ane. 
Such are the circumstances uncer which the bi | 
has passed this body, and now those who have 
thus forced it through—who know that we regard 
the Bank as unconstitutional, and fatal to freedom 
—hope to frigh'ep us against the discharge of our 
duty to the Conffiution and the country, by raic- 
ing @ cry against repeal, and talking about 
the sacredness of charters. They would pnsh 
their doctrines so far, as to place every contract 
or charter, however unconstitutional, which an 











Administration party for the time might choose to | 


make or grant, above the Constitution; that is, in 
their new-born zeal to preserve contracis, would 
destroy, as he had said, the most binding and sa- 
cred of all contracts, the Constitution. If their doc- 
trines be true, they would permit the granting of 
a perpetual bank charter, to regulate and control 
the currency and business of the country for ever, 
and thus, by a sir. gle blow, upset the Constitution 
and the liberty of theconniry. It was in vain that 
such doctrines wer preached to him. He agiecd 
with the authors of these proceedings, that the 
Bank was unconsti'utional and fatal, deadly fa'al 
to liberty; and thus thinking, and after having 
given due notice, he would give his vote cheerful- 
ly, and with aclear conscience, fora repeal, when- 
ever we should ob'ain a majority. 

Mr. ARCHER said that when neither his col- 
league nor bimse!f had been made the organs of 
presentation of the proceedings of a meeting, it 
was to be regarded as p esnmplive evidence 
that . was not the voiceof the people of Virginia 
which spoke. He eould not tell the gentleman 
that his nullifying doctrines would not prevail in 
Virginia. They were ready there, at_all times, to 
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repudiate such principles. They were as much 
against nullification asth*y were against Abolition 

Mr. CALHOUN said that he would make np is- 
sue with the Senator, as to what Virginia would 
de, He left that to be decided by time, trusting 
with confidence to her known devotion to ths Con 
stitution and liberty of the country. He regarded 
the present contest as much a contest for liberiy 
as thatof the Revolution was for independence. 
Oar ancestors did not throw off dependence en the 
British Government, to subjugate their posterity 
to a moneyed oligarchy, concentrated in a grea 
Nationa! Bank, with all its affi'iated interests. 

It gave no offence to him, that the Senator should 
call repeal, nullification. If it is nullification, he 
{Mr. A.] would find nullifiers far more numerous 
than he deems. He saw them all around him, 
and heard their response to what he said. Hehad 
no apprehension, if this be nullifica'ion, that South 
Carolina would stand alone on this as she did on 
ancther memorable occasion. 

Mr. TAPPAN said that the Senator from Mis- 
sippi, (Mr. Henperson.] tad commenced by com- 
plaining of the Senators upon this side, that they 
presented memorials and petitions agaissta Na- 
tional Bank, which asseried that Congress had no 
consti'utional power to charter a Bank, and which 
assertion we repeat from time to time on this floor, 
‘without even offering to prove such act unconsti- 
tutional.” This is a singular complaint. Is the 
Senator ignerant that this Government i; a Govern- 
ment of strictly limited and wholly delegated pow- 
ers, and that all powers not delegated to it are ex- 
pressly reserved to the S'ates and the people? Does 
he not know that he, and those with whom he votes, 
hold the affirmative of the proposition and we the 
negative?—that he and they claim that this “vaga- 
bon-! power,” as it was so emphatically and truly 
called by a distinguished Senator on that side, was 
a power clearly grante! in the Constitution? 
Knowing this, how can the Senator call on us to 
prove anegative? On his side this question has 
been treated as a settled question—settled by the 
votes of the people, the decisions of Congress and 
of the Supreme Court, and they have refused to ar- 


gue ithere. Repeatedly have we called on them’ 


to show us in what clause of the Constitution they 
find this power. To these calls they have paid no 
attention; and now they complain of us for not 
proving a negative. Does the Senater expect to 
escape in this way?’ He and his friends are chal- 
lenged to the proof ef their acsertion. I now chal- 
lenge them again. 
not intend to call for the proof ofa nevative ] Mr. 
President, you, and the whole Sena‘e, can bear wi'- 
ness that the Senator began his speech by com- 
plaining of usin the mannerI have sta‘ed; if he 
said this inadvertently, or wishes to retract it, 
be it so; [ am content. 

The petition was then laid on the table and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. BENTON gave notice that he had a peti- 
tion of the same character, in the sentiments of 
which he entirely concurred, which he should 
present to-morrow. He gave notice of this 
that gentlemen might be prepared to contiaue this 
debate. 

Oa motion of Mr. WRIGHT, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the: Library be instructed 


to inquive to the expediency of taking proper measures for 
the distribution of the statistics of the 6:h census now printing 


by law. 
Mr. LINN submitted the following: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to give the notice to the British Government which the 
convention of 1527 between the Governments requires, in order 
to put an end to the treaty for the joint occupation of the terri- 
tory of Oregon west of the Rocky Mountains, and which terri- 
tory is now possessed and used by the Hudson Bay Company, 
to the ruin of the American Indian and Fut trade in that quar- 
ter, and conflicting with our inland commerce with the inter- 
nal provinces of Mexico. 


Mr. ALuen’s resolution relating to the Execu- 
tive Session being held with open doors, save when 
treaties were under consideration, was then taken 


up. 
P Mr, ALLEN said he would like to take the vote 
when there was a full Senate. 

Mr. CLAY suggested that some hour be fixed, 
when there could be a full attendance on both 
sides, and the simple vote be taken. If the sub- 
ject should lead to a protracted discussion, he 









[Mr. Henperson said ke did | 








would feel it his duty to move to lay it on the 
table. 

Mr. ALLEN said he had no particular desire 
to debate it: he meant, however, to offer some ob- 
servations. Ic was not to be presumed that the 
vote on such a subject shou'd be taken in silence, 
He would Jetit lie fr the preseat, and would cail 
itup either to-morrow or next day. 

On motion ef Mr. CLAY, the bill from the 
House re'ating to daties and drawbacks was twice 
read, and referred to the Committee on Finanee, 
and ordered to be priated. 

Oa motion of Mr. SMITH of Indiana, the bill 
to extend the time of issvixg mi iary land war- 
tants to offieers and soldiers of the Revolution, was 
twice read, and referred to the Committee on Pab- 
lic Lands. 

The bill to renew the charters of the banks of 
the District of Columbia was put on its third read. 
ing; when 

Mr. MANGUM rose to move a reconsideration 
of the vote on the engrossment. 

Mr. BENTON bhoped that some reasons would 
be given for the motion. 

Mr. MANGUM said there is a prohibition in 
the fifth section which forbids the banks to issue 
other denominations than notes of five and ten 
dollars, while the banks in Virginia issued notes of 
tix, seven, eight, nine, and fifteen, which had to be 
placed in these banks on deposite. 

The chairman of the Committee for the District 
not being in his seat, the question on reconsidera- 
tion was not taken. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. PRESTON, this bill was taken 
up as in commiitee of the whole. 

Mr. Preston mo;ed the amendient, of which 
he he had previously given nvtic’, to add _ the fol- 
lowing section to the bill: 

“For surveys in reference to the military defences of the 
frontier, ialaud and Atlantic, thirty thousand dollars.” 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE stated the necessity of 
such surveys to the commerce of the Slates, and 


suggested that the amount proposed was not suili- 
cient. 


Mr. LINN said he would ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs to accept an 
amendment based on a former report made by the 
War Department. The reason he asked the ques- 
tion was, that for the last six or seven years, the 
War Depaciment had taken an interest in the 
protection of the Western froatier, towards 
which something had been done, but mech 
remains to be dene. Though several reports 
were made at different sessions, none of these re- 
ports were acted on by Congress in accordance 
with any sysfem. He had supposed this bill was 
the bill of last session, which did not contain any 
estimates for appropriations for Leavenworth, or 
for the new military posts at the Marais de Cygae. 
He apprehended there was not now any necessily 
for entering into an examination of these subjects 


“anew, as the reports of former competent engineers 


ought io satisfy the Senate of the necessity of mak- 
ing an appropriation for these two objec’s at least. 
Congress is bonad to protect all the people of this 
Union against ag«<ression; but there is a double duty 
on the part of this Government to protect that por- 
tion of the Union which, by its own act, it has 
placed in a condition of requiring especial protection. 
The Western frontier was in this peculiar silua- 
tion. Why did he make this remark? Because 
the Indian population of the old States was made 
by Congress to give place to the political while 
population, and those Indian tribes thus re- 
moved were placed on the Western frontier 
thereby creating a paramount necessity for protect: 
ing that {rontier against their depredations or hosti- 
lities. No doubt it was wise as regarded the old 
States, and benevolent to the Indians, to remove 
those tribes {rom the occupancy of their soil, that a 
civilized population might spread over and culti- 
vate it; butit was very oppressive as regarded the 
new States, aad very unjust, unless protection was 
at the same time afforded. These new States could 
have contended against their own Indians, as they 
had contended from the first settlement; but when 
they had, in addition to them, to contend against 
upwards of thirty thousand Indian warriors from 
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other States, thrown upon their borders by the ac- 


tion of Government, it surely was the duty of Con- 
gress, along with the evil, to furnish ample security 
against it. Look at the extent of unprotected fron- 
uer over which these Indians now held almost un- 
checked sway. From Fort Snelling to Leaven- 
worth was a distance of four or five hundred mites, 
and from Leavenworth to Fort G:bson about two 
hundred—one post between two extreme points of 
seven hundred miles; and observe the large Indian 
population, ameunting to near 300,000, without 
any military force to keep it in check. 

Arkansas, which is more vupen iv their aggres- 
sion, is more amply protected by forts and troops 
than the State of Missouri, which is greatly ex- 
posed. He did hope the chairman of the commit- 
tee would take into consideration the amendment 
which he (Mr. Linn) would offer. He hoped, if he 
objected to it, that the Senate would take into con- 
sideration the justness and urgency cf the claim. 
This consideration was not alene due to the white 
population, but to the Iudians themselves. It was 
of as much consequence to them to have the fron- 
tier protected as to the whites. If it was the hu- 
mane Wish of Congress to save these Indian tribes 
from destruction, much good would be effected by 
keeping a sufficient military force along the border 
to prevent them from injuring one another, as well as 
to prevent them from injuring the while popula- 
tien. This force should be fuliy adequate to the 
protection of both the Americans and the Indians 
from encroachments upon each other, and to look 
down all opposition. If, after Congress had, byis 
own action, forced these Indians on the Wesiern 
frontier, it would now re‘use to afford the necessa- 
ry protection, his (Mr. Linn’s) constituents would 
consider it not only unkind but cruel. 

Mr. PRESTON said, for the parpose of explain. 
ing the condition in which the bill presented itself, 
he would state that the anunual fortification bill was 
referred last session to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and i's appropriations proposed in con- 
fcrmity with the estimates of the Department, were 
reduced somewhat more than one-half. It was 
now understood that financial provisions were to 
be made for the Treasury, and consequently, the 
pecuniary reason no longer existing for this reduc- 
tion, the Departments had come in for the appro- 
priations which were imperiously demanded by 
the state of the defences of the country, and with 
an eye to economy; reference was now made in 
this bill more particularly to maritime fortifications, 
which were in a state of great dilapidation and de- 
cay. He showed from the report of the Secretary 
of War, the necessity of provision for repairs of 
these forts. The supremacy of the ocean was 
now inthe hands of England; and France and 
Russia were making great addilions to their naval 
forces. He mentioned this,to show that we could not 
now aspire to supremacy on the ocean, but should 
provide for defence. Our object now was to pro- 
vide for the defence of the country, and of the 
Navy, while that should be gradually built up. It 
would be the work of an age to obtain supremacy 
on the ocean, but he beiieved the time would 
arrive when we might call the sea ours. We 
were the ascendent power on land, and feared by 
the red and white man. Our eye should therefore 
first be turned to our maritime defences, and the 
necessity of protection on our Indian frontiers was 
not so urgent, that a permanent system of defences, 
by huge forts, should be mad: there; because be- 
fore these could be erected, the Indians would be 
gone. He deemed it necessary, however, to make 
all reasonable temporary defences, which from 
year to year, must be thrown farther and further 
West, as the Indians retreated. If, therefore, they 
were to repair the Foris Gibson and other for's, 
they would soon be useless. It was the superior 
necessity of maritime defences that now demanded 
attention. Every werk for which appropriation 
was now proposed, was an old work, and in ex- 
posed locations on our borders, which should be 
kept ia repair, not only for the defence of the pro- 
perty there—the naval and military stores de- 
posited there, but for the defence of the whole 
country. 

Complaint had been made of the unequal disti- 
bution of the appropriationsof ths bill. He con- 





ceived but little cause for this complaint existed, 


when the general defence was taken into view. 
This appropria ion was intended to last fora year, 
and was deemed necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON asked if the cheirman 
wuld move au addiional appropriation for New 
Orieans. 

Mr. PRESTON szi1 the amendment he had 
moved provided 
that port with ohers. Tois was all he fel: autho- 
rized to move, according to the instructions of 
the Department whch had deemed this amount ne- 
ce: sary. 

Mr. PIERCE entirely concurred in the general 
viem of the chairman, but be'ieved that some im- 
portant points had been overlooked, Portsmouth 
was entirely undefended, and no appropriation had 
been made. It was at the mouth of the river, and 
neat it was one of the most important navy yards 
of the United States, where a large amount of 
public property was deposited. He believed the 
estimates from the Department were not suffi- 
ciently specific, and that 
some of which he notic d, were not judiciously 
distributed. 

Mr. LINN said he rose to correct an error into 
which the Senator from South Carolina! Mr. Pres- 
Ton] had fallen. That Senator seemed to think 
that the Indians on the Western frontier were a 
broken down and imbecile race; that they had lost 
their former warlike ard energetic character. In 
this the Senator was grievously mistaken. There 
never was a more dangerous race of Indians on 
this continent than those tribes in their presen{ con- 
dition. They are more warike, more cunning, 
and more intelligent, in consequence of their inter. 
course with civilized life, than any race of Indians 
heretofore known on the Western frontier. Was 
any stronger proof needed that the Iodians of the 
present day are not inferior to any which the whites 
of this country have had to contend wih for the 
last ceatary, than the war in Florida furnished? 
Have they not all the savage ferocity of former 
times, aided by increased intelligence? Who can 
foresee the effects of a union of their strength 
against the white population of the border States? 
And would any one deny that such a man as John 
Ross was not capable of uniting those tribes into 
a more dangerous coalilion than this Govern- 
ment has ever had to contend with in Indian 
warfare?) American citizens would not now, 
as in former times, have to contend with 
naked savages badly equipped with a few 
bows and arrows and English fowling pieces 
Each Iadian is furnished with an unerring rifle, in 
the use of which he is no less expert than the whites 
themselves. Tney have horses trained to their 
destructive mode of attack and swift in retrea’. 
They have the extraordinary capacity of com- 
bining together more effectuaily, if they think pro. 
per, t.an they ever did before. In every Presi- 
dent’s message, for years past, the necessity and 
advartages have been urged, of placing them on 
the fronticr, subject to the guardianship of the 
United States army ou'posts. Properly construct- 
ed forts were in themselves a source of protection. 
Toe Indians have a great ieluctance to going be- 
hind those forufications. They are kept in awe 
by them, and bec»me accustomed to control in 
their presence. Unless there has been some kind 
of preference shown to be advantageous in our 
mode of constructing those fortifications over an- 
other, he (Mr. Linn) did not care whether they 
were built ef solid stone or wood—probably block- 
houses and stockades would, in many instances, 
answer the purpose. The repurts of Engineers 
should decide. But that some are now indispen- 
sably necessary he thought ought to be conceded. 
Afier the late war the United States lost fort 
Mackinaw by a union of the British and Indian 
forces, and by this combination the Government 
was compelled to withdraw our troops from Chi- 
cago, and in the retreat they were cut to pieces in 
its vicinity. The British and Indians took fort 
Crawford at or near Prairie des Chien, and de- 
scended the Mississippi river to the lower rapids, 
where they defeated the United States soldiers; and 
in the event of New Orsleans having been taken by 
Packenham, these allies would have formed a most 


| 


for surveys which would iaclade | 


the appropriations, || 


| 








| and by our want of preparation. 


SSS aaa seers 
formidable conjunction with the Eng’i-h troops. 
Now, who can say there is no danger of war wih 
Great Britain? He (Mr. Linn) should like to see 
the Senator who would venture to get up ia hs 
place and say there is no prospect of Such a war. 
There is urgent danger—the truth cannot aod 
should not be concealed. If it was impossible to 
avoil it, leti:come. The danger is deep'y im- 
pressed on both nations. It was but a short tine 
since it was sailin aspeech in Parliament, that 
the United Siates was not prepared for war—that 
we had too many savages hovering on our frontiers, 
wh»? would ali take advantage of our difficulties; 
and too many negro slaves in our interior ready t 
break their chains; and tha', therefore, we coal 
not go to war with Great Britain. 

Itis saiiif MeLeod is hung we shall hive a 
wer, and no doubt Great Britain is encouraged by 
the prospect of being ab‘e to bri vg the Indians on 
our frontier iato immediate coaliion agaiast us, 
He (Mr. Linn) 
cid not mean to say that, now, under the present 
state of things, there is danger of a union of the 


| tribes, without the interference of a foreign power; 


but still extraordinary circumstances might com- 
bine to unite them. Take an iastance from the 
Black Hawk war. The United States had not 


enough of troops to keep them in check, 
and that ution of volunteers from several 
tribes had caused immense losses of pro- 
perty and waste of valuable lives. How 


much did itcostto putan end to this war? He 
believed it cost three millions of dollars to subdae 
five or six hundred Indians. But although there 
may be no general union, the effects from one hos- 
tule tribe might be comparatively troublesome aad 
expensive. Suppose one should become hostile, 
would net many of the young warriors of other 
tribes, excited by the pride and glory of war, be 
excited to join under the name of the hostile tribe 
to make ravages within ourburders? It would be 
the same thing nearly as if a combined union did 
exist; volunteers from the Pottawatamies and 
Winnebagoes juined Black Hawk. 

If it be necessary to protect ihe Western frontier 
from these tribes, it would certainly be unjust to 
expect the people of the We.t to undertake that 
protection themselves. The whole Union owed 
protection to those States on the frontier. The peo- 
ple of New York and other Northern and Eastern 
Sates, had been relieved from the presence of 
those Indians. They got their lands from them, 
aud sent the Indians themselves to the far West. 
Those Indians were placed on the frontier of the 
Western Siates for the convenience aud advan- 
tage of the whole Union, and why, then, should 
notthe Government promptly yield a!l the protection 
which ihat circumstance rendered necessary? Is there 
not a double debt of protection due to that frentier 
from Congres:? The old States have been immea- 
surably relieved and benefited by the withdrawal 
of those ladian tribes, and the new States have 
been placed in circumstances of increased difficul- 
ty danger by their presence on their borders. He 
(Mr. Linn) should insist on it that one hun- 
dre’—one hundied and fifty, nay, two hundred 
thovsand doliars wou'd not be too much to take 
off from the maritime appropriations, and give to 
the Western border. He (Mr. Linn) did not say 
this in any spirit of sectional feeliags—he had sta- 
ted his reasons for claiming the protection of the 
Western frontier as an act of justice. He would 
not be local in his feelings; he went as far as any 
gentleman in favor of the general defence of the 
whole Union, He was ready to go for that pro- 
tection wherever it was wanted. All should be 
American on that subject. He, however, candidly 
believed that the genera! defence of the Union was 
as much needed on the Western frontier as any 
other point of danger. That frontier was at pre- 
sent wholly defenceless. From Fort Snelling to 
Fert Leavenworth 700 miles, thence to Fort Gil- 
son, & distance of 200 miles, no forts, no troops, 
were in these wide spaces, with clouds of I sdians in 
front of the white population. Some vagabond 
Osages broke into the State of Missouria few 
years ago and killed some citizens, and destroyed 
or stole their property. It cost the State of Mis- 
souri $60,000 for calling out the militia. Had 
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there been forts and regular troops it would have 
been prevented, or wou'd not have cost one-fourth 
of thatsum tosuppress the outbreak. It should be re- 
collected that a war with Indians is far different from 
a war with a civilized people. Every man contend- 
ing against such savages has to protect himself, 
not alone against physica! force, bnt against a wily 
and insidious foe, unrelenting in his purposes, and 
insatiable in his thirst for b!ood. The Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. Paeston]) ta'ks cf mise- 
rable Indians because he has never heard their sa- 
vage war-whoop; like those who laugh at scars 
that never felt a wound: yet be overlo: ks the facts 
and proofs of their indomitable war-like spirit 
shown in Florida through a protracted war of 
years. Look at their invasion of the frontier 
counties of Georgia, of the murders, scalping, and 
burnings in sight almost of Tallahassee and the 
seat of Government for Florida? They will go 
wherever blood and plunder are to be had, and the 
danger no! great in cbtaining them. 

But my friend has not carefully looked into this 
matter. He seems to think that these Indian 
tribes will soon be overwhelmed by the accumu- 
lating wave of white population on the frontier. 
Not so, sir. They are there under the sanction of 
solemn treaties. They have patents for their lands. 
You are bound by these treaties to prevent war 
between the different tribes and between them and 
us. You are bound by every obligation to spread 
among them the lights of knowledge and of reli- 
gion. You are bound to civilize and humanize 
them, until they are prepared to be blended (if 
they ever should) with the great mass of the popu- 
lation of the country, or disappear from the face 
of theearth. True, an accumulation of people 
will take place against this artificial wall, which, 
for ages to come, will be overleaped by the Anglo- 
American race, now panting for the fertile lands 
and mild climate of Oregon and California. To 
prove the correctness of this statement it is only 
neces‘ary to state that numerous associations have 
been formed, and are forming along the western 
line of Missouri and Arkansas, with a view to emi- 
grate to these new and highly favored regions. 
Many of them have already left,and are now 
seaching for lovely spots in the far, far Wes', for 
their fature permapvent homes, for the broad Paci- 
fic is before them. A regular line of vessels leaves 
New York twice a year, loaded with emigrants, 
their effects and farming implements and double 
the Cape for Oregon Territory. A letier was 
placed in his hands a few days since from an old 
acquaintance,who now resides in Oregon, in which 
he gives a glowing description of the soil, climate, 
and commercial advantages, which entirely coin- 
cides with all the information he had received from 
that quarier. 

This state of things will call upon us for a sys- 
tem of protection by military and naval forces, 
and for a system of laws, adapted to their situa- 
tion, so remote from us. There is now, perhaps, 
not less than two thousand Americans West of the 
Rocky Mountains, and we will have there twenty 
thousand souls in Jess than five years. This will 
divert the atiention of our citizens, and will there- 
by save for generations to come the Indian tribes 
along the Western frontier. 

As regards the Oregon Territory several States 
have moved resolutions asking the General Go- 
vernment to take possession of it, and numerous 
petitions are now on file in your Secretary’s office, 
signed by a very great number of persons from 
all parts of the Union, praying that Congress 
will assert our claim to this important region. 

Mr. SEVIER had no objection to the p:oposi- 
tion before them; but what astonished him was, 
that the chairman should have gone on and antici- 
pated an amendment which heintended submitting, 
with some remaiks. According to his own state- 
ment, the reavon for these appropriations, which 
was their urgent and immediate necessity, did not 
exist; but he would vote for it, as it would be re- 
quired before appropriations could again be made. 
The fault he found with the bill was, that this pro- 
vision did not extend to forts in his State. La- 
borers could not be procured on them in the sum- 
mer season, and yet appropriations for them were 
to be deferred, and if made next spring, the work 


could not be done in a year from this time. He 
was for voting to defend the who'e country, and 
opposed leaving out Missouri and Arkansas. He 
would resist the passage of any tortification bill 
which was partial in its provisions. 

Mr. HENDERSON still believed that the ap- 
prepriations of this bill were unequally distributed. 
It appeared to him that it was necessary to inform 
the officers of this Government, from time to time, 
that there was such a place as New Orleans, which 
was & most important port, as being the outlet of 
commerce to a vast extent, and whose necessities 
were greater than any port on the Atlantic sea- 
board. 

Mr. WOODBURY gave notice to the chairman 
of an amendment which he shonld offer, which 
was to add, for fortifications at the mouth of Pis- 
cataqua river, New Hampshire, ,thirty thousand 
dollars. This bill was, he supposed, in conformity 
with the plan of defences of 1819, or in pro+pect 
of immediate war; aud in either of these respects, 
this appropriation was imperiously demanded. 
There were large deposites of public property, naval 
stores, &c.; larger than of Boston itself; there 
were also two States devolved in defence here— 
Maioe and New Hampshire—for the protection 
of which his proposed amendment was necessary. 

Mr. EVANS said he had not learned that there 
was any objection to the perding amendment, and 
yet it had been in debate two hours. It seemed to 
him that it was best to pass this, and then to ex- 
amine the details; and to these he had heard no objec- 
tions, but the necessity merely was urged of fur- 
ther appropriations. Asto the plan ef the bill, 
about which the Senator from New Hampshire 
had inquired, he conceived irom reading the docu- 
ments and the bill, that the War Department bad 
selected the points for which appropriations were 
now proposed, which could be soonest made effec- 
tive; but the other works of defence were by no 
means proposed to be abandoned. 

The Senator had complained that the appropria- 
tions for the forts of New Orleans were too small. 
He would give him the reason; that appropriations 
for this purpose were made to a large amount last 
year, which had been suspended, and were now be- 
ing expended. To these fifty thousand dollars was 
now proposed to be added, which was estimated by 
the Department sufficient and necessary to be ex- 
pended, in a spirit of economy. 

After brief remarks by Mr. BUCHANAN, the 
amendment of Mr. Paxston was adopted withouta 
division. 

Mr. EVANS moved the following amendment, 
of which he had previously given notice: 

_ “For arrearages due for roads, harbors, and rivers when pub- 
lic works and improvements have hitherto been made, and for 
the protection of public property now on haud at these places, 
and for arrearages for surveys and completing maps authorized 
by act of March 3, 1839, forty thousand dollars.” 


After a brief statement of the necessity of this 
amendment, and that twenty-nine thousand dol- 
lars of the proposed amount was already due for 
arrearages, the amendment was adopted without a 
division. 

Mr. BENTON moved the following amendment, 
of which he had given notice: 


“For defraying the expenses of selecting and purchasing a 
site for a Western armory, to be selected by the President of the 
United States, the sum of dollars.’ 


Mr. BENTON moved to fill the blank by in- 
serting “seventy-five thousand dollars.” 

At the saggestion of Mr. HENDERSON the 
words “or Southwes'ern” were inserted after 
the word “Western:” and the amendment was 
adopted. 

Mr. WOODBURY said he should offer an 
ament appropriating $30,000 to the fortifications 
at the meuthof Portsmouth harbor. 

As the bill wasnot proposed to be passed to-day, 
he gave notice of this amendment, and would 
briefly state his reasons in its favor, so that the 
chairman could have an opportunity to inquire 
into their correctness before to-morrow. He was 
not aware of the exact principles on which the dif- 
ferent selections were made. But whether this bill 
proceeds on the ground of carrying out the system of 
maritime detences, adopted after full and scientific 
inquiry more than twenty years ago, or even meet- 
ing some anticipated and sudden hostilities, the 
mouth of the Piscataqaa river should be forthwith 





strengthened in its defences. It has always stood 
among the first class of places to be fortified on 
broad and general principles, both on account of 
the commerce of that river,and the important nava| 
depot at its mouth. 

ut on the other ground of any anticipated war 
at an early day with some maritime power, it siood 
the very first and foremost. It was half a day’s 
sail nearer Halifax than was Boston, whose de- 
fences wereto receive an expenditure of near 
$200,000. 

It was also sixty miles nearer the Northeastern 
boundary, if any incursion was to bemade by land 
into our territory. The amount of public property 
exposed in its important naval depot was, in some 
respects, greater than even at Boston. He said 
nothing now to impugn the appropriations pro- 
posed elsewhere. But it was very extraordiuary 
that Portsmouth, with a harbor, accessible at ail 
seasons and by vessels of all sizes—with a popu- 
lation in itself, and connected in a circle of fifieen 
miles round to the head of tide water, near fifty 
thousand, and with manufacturing establishments 
within that circle hardly surpassed in value in the 
Same space in the United States, beside ali its 
great naval importance to the General Govern- 
ment, it was extraordinary that she shuuld be en- 
turely omitted, and a liberal appropriation made to 
St. Augustine and another to New Bedford. These 
last might be proper, and the still larger appropri- 
ations to Newport and New Bedford might be 
proper, yet it is astonishing, as none of them were 
naval depots, nor near any border enemy, with 
whom hostilities were speedily expected, that they 
should be provided for, and Portsmouth wholly 
overlooked. 

His immediate fellow-citizens at home, it seem- 
ed, were to be left to defend themselves at their 
own expense, by their own strong arms and brave 
hearts; while others, less exposed, were to receive 
liberal assistance from the General Government. 
Be it so, if gentlemen pleased; but it was neither 
just nor generous. Indeed, Maine, as well as New 
Hampshire, was interested in this question. Her 
people and villages lined one side of the Piscata- 
qua. He trusted neither of those States were to be 
proscribed, though the Senators of Maine were 
competent and doubtless willing to take care of 
her interests. 

There was another consideration most essential 
connected with this motion. 

If the extended system of maritime defences, 
prepared in 1819, had been abandoned or reduced 
in its scale of late years, in consequence of im- 
provements in steam, then Boston, New York, 
Norfolk and New Orleans, needed large land for- 
tifications much less than Portsmouth. 

They were surrounded with a great commercial 
marine of steambvats, every one of which, on a 
sudden emergency, would be converted into a float- 
ing battery, and aid in beating off an enemy, 
which must come and bring fuel for its steam, 
either across the Atlantic, or from its distant pro- 
vinces. Six or seven hundred of our steamboats 
on the sea coast and the tributaries of the ocean, 
trom Eastport to the Sabine, could, in war, be 
quickly bristling with cannon—near most of the 
great maritime ports before named. He never 
dreaded the sixty or seventy steam batteries of Eng- 
land, which generally carried but one or two guns, 
if they approached our shores, that had ten times 
the number of commercial steamboats near their 
supplies of fuel, and most of them susceptible, on 
the shortest notice, of being converted into efficient 
floating batteries to defend our harbors and rivers. 

But this applied at first to only the greatest 
wants of commerce, to which numerous steamboats 
daily resort. He regretted it would not answer in 
a sudden emergency for the mouth of the Piscata- 

ua. 
Porismouth had few steamboats near, on ac: 
count of the rough coast and short navigable 
streams in her neighborhood, and therefore must 
confide more in a sudden attack on her permanent 
fortifications. Nota gun, he believed, could now 
be fired from those which now existed. Not a sol- 
dier, he believed, now traversed their ramparts, ex- 
cept to protect the public property from waste. If 
these facts, then, did not warrant the appropriation, 
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he should despair in obtaining it. But he insisted 
on the right of his constituents to equal justice in 
the distribution of public protection. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky said he did not know 
that he should vote for this bill at all. He was op- 
posed, at any rate, te swelling its amount by the 
various amendments which might be supposed ne- 
cessary. The last amendment of seventy five 
thousand dollars for a site for an armory, appeared 
to him an enormons appropriation. As to this 
amendment, he would ask if it had received the 
sanction of the Department and of the commit- 
tee, both of which it ought to receive before i's 
adoption. 

Mr. PRESTON answered that this had not been 
before the committee, and he could not vote for 
it. The amendments already adopted had all been 
sanctioned, either by the Department or the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WOODBURY adverted to the statement he 
had to-day made of the necessity of the amendm=nt, 
and wished gentlemen to consider these facts before 
they rejected the amendment. 

Mr. SEVIER moved to recommit the bill, with 
instructions to amend it by adding necessary ap- 
propriations for such forts on the South and South- 
western and Northwestern frontiers, as may be ne- 
cessars and proper for the defence of the coun- 
try. This he withdrew, at the suggestion of Mr. 
WALKER 

The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. 
Woopsory, which was rejected. 

Mr. SE‘IER renewed his motion to recommit. 
This would obviate the difficulty of scattering 


amendments, and by it those which were proper | 


would be inserted. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE hoped this motion would | 


meet a favorable reception. The forts of Arkan- 
sas, and other Southern and Western forts, were 
of eminent importance for the defence of the coun- 
try, and they had been omitted in the bill. 

Mr. BENTON advocated the motion to recom- 
mit, as it would afford an opportunity to the com- 
mittee to gain further information. 

Mr. PRESTON hoped the bill would not be re- 
committed. There wasa bill for new fortifica- 
tions, which might, in the course of legislation, 
come before the Senate. This was for old appro- 


priations, to which no objection could be made; | 


and the amendments desired could more appropri- 
ately be considered with the other bill. 

Mr. YOUNG moved to amend the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. Sevier] 
to recommit the bill, so asto insert after the word 
appropriations, “tor such other posts, fortifications, 
harbors, rives, and military roads as may be deem- 
ed necessary for the defence of the Western, North- 
western, and Southwestern frontiers.” 

Mr. Youna said that he was in favor of 
the recommitment of the bill with the instruc- 





tions proposed, in order that justice might be | 


done tothe whole country. He understood that 
the object of the new Administration was to com- 
mence, witha view to a speedy completion, a 
system of defences, the best calculated to defend 
the country in the event of war. Now, said, Mr. 
Y. does this bill provide for the defences of the 
country—by which he meant, the whole country? 
On the contrary,was not the West—the entire West 
and Nothwest, wholly omitted by the arrangement? 
Sir, said Mr. Y. is not the honorable chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. Pres- 
TuN] as well as the Department of War, entirely 
mistaken in respect to the most expoved parts of 
our widely extended frontier, in case of a war 
with that power, with which we are most likely 
to have difficulty? Who does not know that the 
most exposed part of this whole country, is that 
portion of our territory represented in this chamber 
by the honorable Senator who sits before me [Mr. 
Woopsrider,) and his colleague (Mr. Porter } 
who sits upon my right, of which Detroit 
is the centre? He said, that harbors, the improve- 
ment of rivers and military roads, as well as forti- 
fications, were also essential to the defences of the 
country, and ought not to be left out of considera- 
tion. So far as Illinois was concerned, he hoped 
thatan apprepriation would be made for the re- 
commencement and prosecution of the work on the 





harbor of Chicago; an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a new light-house at the same place; and a 
further appropriation for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Upper Mis-issippi river, at the 
Rock river, and Desmoines Rapids. He said, 
that in relation to the harbor at Chicago, the first 
appropriation for its commencement of $32,801 
was made on the 28th of June, 1834; the second 
of $32,800 on the 3d of March. 1835; the third of 
$32,000 on the 2i of July, 1836; the fourth of 
$40,000 on the 34 of March, 1837; and the fifth 
of $30,000 on the 7thot July, 1838; making in 
the whole $167,601. Since which last mentioned 
period, he said, no further appropriation had been 
made, and the works left in an unfinished condi- 
tion. That dilapidation of the works had already 
commenced, and a portion of of the bank on which 
the city of Chicago stood, its principal constituent 
being sand, was also fast falling into the lake for 
the want of breakwater, from the action of the 
Waves in seasons of rough weather. Captain 
Cra.p, of the Topographical Engineers, says, in 
one of his recent reports, that the commercial inte- 
rest of all the States bordering upon the lakes is 
intimately connected with Chicago as a place of 
transhipment and deposite; and the agricultural 
prospects of Illinois, Missouri, Indiana, Iowa, and 
Wiskonsan, are to become greatly dependent upon 
facilities for business upon a large scale, at some 
point at the southwestern part of the shore of Lake 
Michigan, which Lake is a part of the great chan- 
nel of inland seas, by which the staples of these 
States and Territories wili reach the Eastern mar- 
kets. The importance of Lake Michigan in a 
military point of view, he says, should not be over- 


looked. Its position, with respect to the facilities of | 


procuring provisions and for transportation, and its 
unequalled adantation for harbors, into which arm- 


ed steamers and other armed vessels might retire | 


for repairs and supplies, would add peculiar value 
to this inland sea. And in the event of war be- 


tween the United States and the power in posses- | 
sion of haif of all the other lakes, Lake Michigan | 
A loss of | 


might become the scene of contention. 
its possession would certainly be attended with 


consequences of serious import to the commerce, | 
agriculture, and safety of a large and growing por- | 
In conclusion, he adds that, | 


tion of the West. 
from the considerations he has mentioned, (with 
many others which are necessarily omitted on ac- 
count of the length of the report,) it would seem 
that the construction of a safe, convenient, and 
permanent harbor at some point on the west shore, 
not far fiom the southern extremity of the lake, is 
required. And he thea goes on to indicate Chicago 
as that point, and to recommend an improvement 
and completion of the works already commenced 
there. To do this, he proposes to extend the north 
pier of the harbor at the mouth of the Chicago 
river twelve hundred feet, in the form of a curve, 
beyond the point where the work bas stopped for 
the wautof funds. This extension, he adds, would 
run off into twenty-three feet water; and would per- 
torm, at the same time, the further office of a break- 
water to the entrance of ithe harbor, now rendered 
essential tor the protection of the falling in part of 
the promontory on which the city is constructed. 
He further proposes to terminate the extremity of 
this pier with a circular head of sufficient capaci'y 
and solidity to serve for the foundation of a new 
light-house, as the old one, from its position, is too 
Jow, and too far tack upon the land, with the 
present improved condition of the city, to answer 
the purpose for which it was intended. 

The new lisht-house, he thinks, should be at 
least sixty feet high, exclusive of the lantern, which 
would make the lighi about sixty-seven feet above 
the surface of the water. The cost of this pier- 
head he estimates at $3,707, and the entire cost of 
the light house, exclusive of the lantern, at 
$11,434. For the improvement and completion of 


. the harbor itself, he has submitted three plans, with 


es‘imates for each. According to the first and 
cheapest mode, the tota! amount for the completion 
of the harbor is set down at $73,080; by the second 
plan, $89,775; and by the third, but most approved 
and permanent plan, $215,472, The advantage to 
be derived from this last proposition, said Mr. Y. 
is, that nothing will be required to keep it in repair; 
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while the others, less expensive in the commence- 
ment, are much more subject to casualties, and 
will, at all events, require from five to ten thousand 
dollars annually for necessary, if not indispensable 
repairs. 

Mr. Y. said he had been thus particular, that 
the Senate might certainly see the ultimate extent 
to which the preposed appropriation tended; and, 
laying aside all other considerations, to show its 
importance in the event of war, in a military point 
of view. He asked if that importance could be 
doubted by any Senator who had or would take 
the trouble to cast his eye upon the map, and see 
iis connection with the great chain of lakes upon 
that portion of our fronuer, which, in case of a 
rupture, was certainly much the most exposed part 
of the whole country, and would be the first at- 
tacked. The Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
WoopsaipGs,} who sat before him, he said he was 
sure would sustain him in what he said. All that 
he desired was a fair and equitable appropriation 
as corpated with the other pablic works embraced 
by the bill, commensurate with the importance of 
the protection of that portion of our extended fron- 
tier, and he was confident that his consiituents 
would be satisfied with nothing less. 

Bat, Mr. President, (said Mr. Youna) are the 
lives and property of our enterprising fellow-ci izens 
who navigate the lakes, to be reckoned as nothing? 
Is protection alone to be extended to those who 
prefer the ocean to the lake, to those whose lots have 
been cast by fortune, rather than ia consequence of 
aay preference upon the broader, but perhaps less 
dangerous element? Sir, sail Mr. Y. to give the 
Senate some ilea of the distress and loss which 
often occur upon Lake Michigan for the want of 
convenieut harbors in tempestuous weather, | 
will read an extract from the letter of Mr. E. Starr 
to Judge doty, dated at Milwaukie, May 9, 1840. 
Mr. Starr says that— 


“Three or four steamboats have passed up Lake (Michigan,) 
with many emigrants for our Territory (Wiskonsan,) but the 


lake was so rough that they could not land here, the wind hav- 
ing blown from the northeast for a week. The Erie, Buffalo, 
Bunker Hill, and Minow steamboats, all having gone up ina 
gale, ‘with no place in our Verritory for them torua into. There 
has been property enough lost within the last ten days on Lake 
Michigan to have built three good harbors. The steamer 


Champlain, the brig Queen Charlotte, and four or five schoo 
ners are ashore, and some of them total wrecks.”’ 

He conclades by saying: 

“That it is a pity they were not freightec with members of 
Congress.”’ 


Tnese remarks are of course as well applicable 
to Chicago as Milwaukie, and apply with stronger 
force, on account of its superior importance as a 
post of entry, and landing place for emigrants. 

In regard to an appropriation for the improve: 
ment of the navigation of the upper Mississippi r.- 
ver at the Rock river and Desmvoines rapids, Mr. 
Youna said that the same necessity prevailed as in 
the case of the harbor at Chicago. Both improve- 
ments had been stopped, after they had been suc: 
cessfully commenced, and were approaching rapid- 
ly to completion. Capt. Lee of the Engineer 
Corps, who had charge of this work, said, in his 
report of October 21, 1839, that the operations of 
the preceding year had been limited to the design 
of opening as great a length of channel through the 
‘‘Desmoines rapids” as the means would permit; 
that there had been removed from the different 
parts of the channel upwards of two thousand tons 
of stone, which, by connecting the different pools 
of water, had opened a channel four miles long 
throuzh the worst portion of the rapids. He said 
that the work was entirely practicable, provided 
the seasons were favorable, as had been proved, 
and that it was to be regretted that the means at 
the disposal of the Department had not been ample 
for the season, for if such bad been the case, he 
says, a navigable channel could have been made 
through the entire lower rapids. ‘The facilities for 
continuing the work, he adds, consist of a steam 
towboat, three keel boats, smiths’-shop, laboratory, 
&c. five transportation boats, two double crane 
boats, one single do. one current boat for towing, 
platforms, drills, and stands sufficient for one han- 
dred men, a supply of rigging, cables, blasting ca- 
nisters, and pewder. 

So far, so good, said Mr. ¥Y. Every thing pro- 
vided and in good repair, a skilful engimeer to 
conduct the operations, and every indication fa- 
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vorable te a successful termination. But how fal- 
lacious!! For, inthe report of the same cfficer, 
da'ed Ociober 6, 1840, he says: 


‘Phe balance of the funds that remained unexpended at the 
close Of the operations last year being too small to attempt a 
srosecution of the work this spring, the necessary repairs to the 
oat, d&c. were delayed until it should be seen whether a fur- 
ther appropriation wouidbe made by Congress. No appro- 
priation having been made, and as the repair of the boats and 
preparations would have nearly consumed the funds on hand, 


and jeft nothing to operate with, it became necessary to dispose 
of the property in the most advantageous manner. The steam 
tow buat, keels, and blasting powder being exposed to injury 


and joss, and the keeping of them attended with expense, they 
were sold at auction, with such of the perishable property as 
it was considered not advantageous to retain. Such tools and 
machinery as would be serviceabl: upon a resumption of the 


work were stored, and the crane boats and scows dismantled 
and sunk.’’ 


And there, Mr. President, said Mr. Y. ends the 
chapter, ‘ De mantled and sunk.” And when are 
they to be rais:d?) Sir, no one can venture, under 
the signs cf the time», who has any regard for his 
reputation, evento prophecy. And soit is with 
that great Western measure, the Cumberland road, 
alike Coomed to an indefinite procrastination. The 
Senator {«m Maine [Mr. Evans] had said that in 
Opposing the motion to recommit the bill for the 
purpore of including appropriations for the de- 
fences of the West, it was not his intention 
to turn his back upon that part of the country. 
But, Mr. President, said Mr. Y. the Senator has 
not told us when these interests are to be looked 
to. Sill we are not without some information in 
regard to our prospects, 

PRThe Secretary of War, in his report of May 31, 


“W841, the first day of this extraordinary session, 


says: 

“The subjcet of the expediency of completing the Cumber- 
land road, and of improving certain harbors, and the naviga- 
ion Of certain great rivers, which may be regarded as neceesa 
ry and jxoper, in making adequate provision for the public 
defence, I propose to postpone the further notice of until the 
stated seesion of Congress. as the consideration of it willinvolve 
ths propricty ofmaking appropriations for various works of 
internal improvements noi necessarily connected with that ob- 
ject, and consequently will require more time than Congress at 
ite approaching session may find it convenient to give.” 


Thus speaks the new Secretary of War. He 
proposes to pos!pone the great rivers, the lakes, 
and the reads, to a more convenient season. Well, 
Mr. President, said Mr. Youna, I propose to post- 
pone the fortifications on the seaboard, also, to a 
more convenient season—until all the defences 
can be taken up together and acted upon with 
equal justice to a!l parts of this widely extended 
Union. In Col. Touen’s report, which is append- 
ed to that of the Secretary oi War, a more definite 
idea is presented in regard to this indefinr'e period 
of posiponement, to which Mr Y. said he would 
call the aitention of the Senate, and especially the 
Senators whose cons'ituents resided upon the great 
lakes, the great rivers, and the great roads, which 
had been lefi cut of the arrangement. Col. ‘Tot- 
ten says, alier speakiug on the subject of the fa- 
vored fort. fications, that 


“There will still remain many ports end harbors, and esta 
blishinents of one sort or another, which, either as presenting 
less tem ation to the cupidity of an enemy, as being more out 
of the way ol enterprises, as acting a secondary pait in the de- 
fensive arrangement, or as being of inferior importance, it Is 


supposed may be omitted ti!l the compietion of the first por- 
tion of the system.” 


Yes, Mr. President, “until the completion of the 
first portion of the system”—uatil the completion 
of the fortifications euwbraced by the bill now un- 
der consideration, And when will they be com- 
pleted, and at what expense? The expense of re- 
pairs, completion and armament, is stated at 
$12,186,557; but the time is beyond the ken of 
mortal vision ai present. Andstill, said Mr. Y. 
we of ihe West, with our extended frontier, ex- 
posed, as it was known to be, in the event of war, 
were expecied to wait for the completion of the 
first part of the system, and the expenditure on the 
Atlantic seaboard in the interim of more than 
twelve millions o. dollars. 

In revard to the necessity of the improvement of 
the Rock river, and Desmoines rapids of the 
Mississippi, the Galena Chamber of Commerce, in 
@ memorial to Congress on that subject, dated 
January 14, 1340, siaies, “that curing the low 
water season, from July to December, steamboats 
of the smallest class, navigating the river Missis- 
sippi, between Galena and St. Louis, (principally 
engaged in the lead trade) are compelled to trans- 
ship their cargoes to keel boats and lighters, caus- 
ing injurious delays, very considerable additional 





risk, and great augmentation in the price of wans- 
portation; which increase of expense and loss for 
the trade of Galena alove exceeded during the 
year 1839, one hundred thousand dol/ars.” 

But, Sir. Presiden’, said Mr. Y. this is not all; 
it is equally neces-ary mm a military point of view. 
In case of war, troops, munitions of war, and pro- 
visions, must pass these rapids to supply the gzr- 
risons at Prairie du Chien, and fort Snelling at 
the mouth of the St. Peters river, as well as for 
the defence of the whole country as high up as 
our boundary line, including the entire country on 
the upper Mississinp’, and its numerous tributaries. 

So, in the event of war, will troops, munitions 
of war, and provisions, have to be transported 
from place to place on our lakes—we must have 
fleets and armies there as well as upon the sea- 
board, and we must have harbors for the protec- 
tion of these fleets. 

Mr. President, said Mr. Y. I am not opposed to 
voting reasonable supplies for the necessary de- 
fences of the country, whether the money isto be 
expended in the North or in the South, in the 
Eastor in the West. And I know, too, that inequa- 
lity, growing out of loca! causes beyond our con- 
trol, must prevail in the relative amount of the ex- 
penditares—to this I do not object. But when one 
portion of the defences, in which a large portion of 
the Union is deeply, nay, vitally interested, in 
case of war, is left wholly out of view, as a mere 
secondary matter for future consideration, I must 
enter my solemn protes! against any such arrange- 
ment. Will not the bold, adventurous mariner, 
who navigates alike t)e ocean and the lake, when 
he sees the lighthouse and the well-protected harbor 
on the shores of the Atlantic, and their almost en- 
tire absence .on this great chain of inland seas, in 
the North and West, demand the reason for this 
difference? Why bis vessel and his life shall be 
thus jeoperded upon the one ani not upon the 
other? And will not the hardy euterprising back- 
woodsman of the West also demand the reason 
for the difference which is now proposed by the 
measure under consideration; according to which 
and the reports of the Secretary of War and the 
chief of the Engineer Department, the defences in 
that portion of ovr country are io be indefinitely 
postponed? 

I wust, Mr. President, said Mr. Y. that the bill 
may be recommitied with instructions so to amend 
it as to provide for the improvement of harbors, 
ihe clearing out of rivers, the construction of roads, 
and the building up of forufications, arsenals, &c. 
on our entire frontier, upon an extended plan, 
which shall do equal justice to all paris of the couan- 
try. If, said Mr. Y in conclusion, this is not 
done, and the majority in this body shail pertina- 
ciously insist upon the bill as it is, agaiust all 
amendments, as has been done in refercace to 
otber bills, he would not vote against it. 

After remarks by Messrs. WHITE, EVANS, 
PRESTON, and SEVIER, in relation to recommit- 
tng the bill, the amendment was rejected—yeas 
12, nays 25. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. 
Sevier, it was rejected—yeas 17, pays 20. 

Thus the Senate refused to recommit the bill. 

Mr. PORTER moved an amendment to appro- 
priate for barracks, defences, &c. at Detroit, fifty 
thousand dollars. 


He advocated this amendment, showing the im- 
mense importance of the defence of Detroit, and 
that this amendment was not a matter of momen- 
tary impulse, but had been recommended by the 
Secretary of War, and therefore need not be ob- 
jecied to for the waat of the sanction of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. EVANS should, with mach reluctance, be 
compelled to vote against the amendment, although 
the appropriation was necessary, and be would vote 
for it in its proper piace; but a bill was now before 
the House of Representatives, in which this very 
appropriation was included. 

Some conversation arose, as to the fact of its be- 
ing included in the bill now before the House, and 
Mr. PRESTON suggested to the Senator to with- 
draw his amendment, and offer it when that bill 
came up. 





Without taking the question on the amendmen: 
The Senate adjourned at four o’clock. ' 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
* Monpay, August 2, 1841. 
FISCAL BANK. 

Mr. SERGEANT moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committce of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up Senaie ||| 
No 5, commonly called the Bank bill. 

After some cunversation, the motion of Mr. §. 
being agreed to— 

The House resolved itself into Commiitee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Joun C, 
Cxark of New York in the chair.) 

Mr. SERGEANT moved th:t the committee 
take up the bill to incorporate the subscribers to 
the Fiscal Bank of the United States. 

Mr. RGOSEVELT moved that the committee 
proceed to the consideration of the Senate bill to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States. 

Mr. STANLY inquired if that bill had been 
printed. 

The Crerx replied that it had not yet been 
printed. 

Mr. STANLY said the House had refused this 
session to take up bills that had not been printed. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT then moved that the commii- 
tee take up the bankrupt bill, heretofore reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Some conversation followed. 

Afier which, the question on the motion of Mr. 
SERGEANT was put, and decided in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT said he perceived it was the 
intention of the House to give the bankrupt law 
the go-by. 

{Lavghier.] 

Tbe committee proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill to incorporate the subscribers to the Fisca! 
Bank of the United States. < 

The bill was read through; after which, it was 
taken up by sections. And the first section having 
been read, and the question being on the adoption 
thereof— 

Mr. SERGEANT addressed the committee up 
to the expiration of his hour, in favor of the con- 
stitutionality of a Bank of the United States. He 
said that the Constitution had never worked well, 
and never would work well, without a machine 
something like the one contemplated by the pre-ent 
bill. ‘Tae constitutional question was settled, so 
as no longer to admit of adoubt. It was treatcd 
in point of respeet jast as if it had been introduced 
in terms into the Constitutios. Mr. S. took an 
historical view of the subject, from the year 1730, 
when, as he said, the Representatives of the nation 
resorted, for the purpose of carrying on the strag- 
gle for independence, and bringing it to a happy 
conclusion, to the very thing contained in this bill. 
In support of this, Mr. S. qaoted the resolution 
passed in December, 1781, when the Congress ol 
the Confederation declared that a Bank of the Uni- 
ted States was indispensable for carrying on the 
financial operations of the Government. Mr. S. 
quoted the charters of the Bank in 1791 and 1816, 
by Congress; the recommendation of President Ma- 
dison in 1816, to charter a Ban; and a decision of 
the Sipreme Court, as auihoritits in support ol 
the constitutionality of the measure. 

Mr. McCLELLAN of New York then obtained 
the floor, and commenced his argument against the 
bill, by moving to strike out the enacting clause. 
(For his remarks, see Appendix.) 


Mr. SAUNDERS of North Carolina said he 
was not willing to suffer a bill invelving questions 
of such vital importance to pass, without an effort on 
his part to expose its trae features and its alarming 
character. He agreed with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Seraeant,] that all the pre- 
ceding measures of the session would be compara- 
tively insignificant, should this bill fail. Their el- 
fecis might be temporary, and all the evils they oc- 

‘casioned easily remedied; but the effects of the bill 
on the table were of wider extent and more endur- 
ing character. It would not do for its advocates to 
maintain that the power to charier a Bank was a 
settled question, The question was to be seitled 














‘then the circumstances were such that the constitu- 





now, and anoiher feature was to be added to the 
Constitution, never contemplated by its framers, 
bu’, on the contrary, expressly rejected. All this 
was to be done under the plea of necessity. Some 
other argument for it must be given than that the 
questicn was settled. How setiiei? By whom? 
Who authorized them to settle the question for us? 
To think for us? It had been settled by legislators, 
judges, and Pvesidents, with whom we of the pre- 
sent time had nothingto do. In addition to which, 
it was said to have been confirmed by public opi- 
nion also. If, indeed, all the alleged decisions 
could be es‘ablished, a high case of authority might 
be made out; but a closer examinatien would show 
that the power had been denied and its exercise re- 
peatedly condemned. It was trne that Congress, 
in 1791, did charter a Bank— hat the question of 
power had been discussed—and thatsome members 
of the convention who framed the Constitution had 
also been members of that Congress. There were 
nine of trem; and while five were for the Bank, 
four had been against it; the weight of talent being 
confessedly with the latter. Among the opponents 
had been the illustrious Madison, whose speech 
on that occasion was read, admired, and studied to 
this hour. 

Under all the circumstances, Mr. Saunpers did 
not consider this actof Congress as weighing so 
much in the argament as it appeared to the genile- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. srraxanr] to do. 
The Government was just going into operation, 
and the Bank was anexperiment. In 1811, Con- 
gress came to an important decivion, which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania with his usual tact 
had entirely passe? over. The constitutional ques- 
tion had been raised and extensively discussed 
Could it be maintained that Jefferson and Madison 
considered the question as set'led?) They had a 
majority in Congress in 1811, and yet in that Con- 
gress the question was raised and decided against 
the Bank. A new Bank was chartered in 1816, but 


tional question was not raised. The Bank was 
chartered from necessity, and under duress. No- 
thing was then decided but the question of expe- 
diency. So, in 1832, when the Bank had yet four 
yearstoran. The came the political revolution of 
1837. The question of Bank or no Bank had been 
raised during the election of General Jackson, and 
again in the canvass of Mr. Van Baren, and both 
times decided against the Bank by an immense ma- 
jority. This was an cff-et to the authori y of those 
d-cisions which were claimed on the other side. 
So much for the legislative action on the constitu- 
tional question. 

Then, as to the Executive decisions, the name 
of Washington had been used with great (orce; 
but let it not be forgotten with how much hesita- 
tion that great man had signed the first Bank bill. 
True, Mr. Jefferson had signed a bill for the New 
Orleans branch, but then the Bank was already 
establi-hed, and the opinions of his whole life bad 
been expressly opposed to it. It had been said that 
Mr. Jefferson would have signed a Bank bill if 
presented to him. But how could this be known; 
it was mere conjecture. Mr. Madisen had also 
signed a bill in 1816, but his arguments in 1791 
still remained unanswered and unanswerable. The 
elections of Jackson and Van Buren were stiong 
expressions of popular opinion egainst the Bank. 
And so, indeed, was that cf General Harrison, who 
had given an express opinion that Congress had 
no power to charera Bank; who had voted for 
Mr. Johnson’s resolution to issue a scire facias, and 
even to repeal the charter without it. And as to 
the opinion of President Tyier, i: was know to be 
decidedly against the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to establish a Bank. The weight of Execu- 
tive opinion, therefore, lay on the othe: side. 

Mr. S. next proceeded to examine the judicial 
authority in favor of a Bank, and he insisted that 
the decisions of the-Supreme Court in its favor 
were operative only during the continuance of its 
charter, but had now no authority; and therefore, 
Congress might treat the question of charter or no 
charter as an origional question. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Serceant] had said no- 
thing of any decision in the opposite direction. He 
took no notice of the disclosures in :he late Madi- 
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son papers as te what had passed in the convention 
when the proposal to insert a Bank power in the 
Constitution wai argucd aud rejected. 

Gentlemen insisied that public opinion now 
cailed for a Bank. This argument was every 
where urged; but how was it susp ricd? By the 
issues of the jae elections? hey were uo test, be- 
cause in many of ibe Slates the bauk question wa 
neverraiced. It had not been raised in Norih Ca- 
rolina; and Mr, Badger, in a public speech, had re- 
futed the assertion taat General Harrison was in 
favor of a Bank, and denounced it as a false 
charge. Mr S. here quoted the speech of Mr. 
Badger, and then the addres: of a Whig Federal 
committee, which dwelt on the topies of exirava- 
gance, of astanding army, and of the public lands, 
but contained nota word abouta Bank. It could 
not, therefore, be inferred that the Whig vote for 
Harrison was a vote fura Bank. Besides, when 
the Legislature of North Carlina had become 
Whig, though resolutions were introduced to in- 
stiuct Senotors and Represenia'ives to vote lor a 
Bank, they were not pressed, because the party had 
not power to carry them. 

Mr. S. insisted that whenever the question had 
been directly put to the people, they had always de- 
cided against a Bank, and even if public opinion 
were the other way, it would not prove that mem- 
bers of Congress had no power to think and act for 
themselves. If they hada decited opinion on the 
consti‘utional question, were they notto be allowed 
to express it? It was a bold doctrine, not intended 
to operate wiihin, but without the walls of Con- 
gress. Mr. S. insisted he had a perfect right to 
treat this as an original question, and to act accord- 
ing to his own opinion. He then entered bricfly 
intu a consideration of the constitutional ques'ion, 
stated the distinction between specified aad implied 
powers, and insisted that fhe latter rested wpon 
their being necessary aud indispensable to carry 
out the former. Gentlemen were disposed to judge 
of the Constitu‘ion not so much from its own letter 
as from the measures they wish to cairy under its 
sanction. Even the alien and sediion laws had 
once been considered as constitutional, though 
none would now venture to express such an opi- 
nion. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania had referred 
to the decision in 1791, and not to the powers in 
the Constitution, Mr. S. here read an extract from 
the speech of Mr. Clay in 1811, egainst the Bank. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, {Mr. Serceanr } 
with bis usual tact, had referred to a declaration by 
the old Congress thata Bank was indispensabdly 
necessary to carry on the Government. But if they 
had been led to believe so by the resulis of the Re- 
volution, why bad they not expressed that opinion 
in the Constitution? It had been twice proposed 
in the convention, and twice rejected. Mr.S. here 
quoted the Madison Papers, to show the opinions 
of Mr. Madison and Mr. King. 

He declined couching on the expediency of char- 
tering the Bank, but made some remarks on the 
preject of establishing a fiscal Bank in the District 
ot Columbia, which he censidered an insidious and 
dangerous mode of evading the constitutional ¢diffi- 
culty. The power of Congress to legisiale exclu- 
sively for this District was s'rictly a municipal 
power, and could not be extended into the States. 
And even this power must be exercised in confor- 
mity with the Constitut.on. The bill allowed Con- 
gress to hold lands, tenements, and hereditaments, 
for which there was no power in the Constitution. 

If Congress could legislate for the States through 
this District in one case, it could in all cases. If it 
could act in relation to a Bank, it could also in re- 
lation to slavery. It might not only set free all 
slaves in the District, but mizht declare that all fu- 
gitive slaves from the States st.ould be free the mo- 
ment their feet touched the soil. This was glorious 
doctrine for Southern gentlemen to advocate! He 
did not charge the majority wiih any such design. 
But let the principle once be esiab'ished, and put 
into the hands of fanaticism, and its onward career 
could never be resisted. He should resist it at 
the threshold; and placing himself on the ram- 
parts of the Constitution, he should cling to its pil- 
lars with a death grasp, and if they fel), was con- 
tent to be crushed beneath their ruins. 
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Mr. STUART spoke at Jength in favor of 
the bill. 

Th> debate was continued to a late hour by 
Mr. KENNEDY of Indiana, in opposition to the 
bill. 

Mr. K. having concluded— 

Mr. JOHN T. MASON obtained the floor. 

W hereupoa the commitiee rose and reported pro- 
gress. 

Mr. MORGAN gave notice that he would to- 
morrow introduce the following resolutions 

Resolved, Thatatl2 o’clock meridian, on Friday next, the 
6th instant, all debate in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, on the Senate bill No. 5, shall cease, and the com 
mittee shall proceed to vote on ail amendments that may atthat 
tine be pending, and that may be offered, and shali then report 
the said bill to the House, with such amendments as have been 
agreed to by the committee: Provided, That nothing in this re 
solution shall preclude the committee from reporung the bill 
at any time prior to the time above specified. 


Mr. PROFFIT suggested (ironically) that the 
gentleman had betier so modify his resolution as 
to take the bill out of committee to-motrow, 

And the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, August 3, 1841. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a memoria}, 
signed by 128 citizsns of New York, askitg the 
eraciment of a geueral tankrupt law. 

The resolution submitted on Friday last by Mr. 
Aucen, to hold Executive sessions with open doors, 
(where treaties were not under coasideraticn,) was 
taken up; when 

Mr. ALLEN rose and spoke at some lenyth in 
favor of the adoption of the resolution. In the 
ease of treaties, he maintained, there was a mani- 
fest propriety in sitting with close] decors, because 
with foreign powers the interests \vere adverse to 
ourown. But in relation to nominations, to sit 
with closed doors was to treat honinecs as enemies, 
or as though they had no direct agency in the wel- 
fare of the country. Seuators were the agents of 
the people, and had no right to hide from them 
ihe affairs of the Government. He said the Ex- 
ecutive officer who deparied from principe coald 
be reached, and the power was vested alco in the 
Government to reach ‘he legislative delinquent; 
and he shou'd regard the man as agreat benélactor 
of human liberty who would find some means o 
so without iateifering with the liberty of the act. 
He regarded secrecy as anti-American—as a bad-<e 
of despotism; and maintained that it was the right 
of the peopie to have all the busiaess in which 
they were concerned open as the light of day. 
W hat was it thal convalsed the country every four 
years about the Presidential electio.? Ways it on 
account of selecting thatcflicer? No; but the se- 
lections of individaals which he hed the power to 
make; and hence it was important that the cha- 
racter of all nominees should be scrutinized. He 
would go farther, and scrutinize maoners as well 
as morals, and make them also a test of fitness for 
office; he would have the cfficer treat the citizen 
with becoming respect. He hadseen petty officers 
treat citizens with contumely and slight, thus sour- 
ing the minds of individuals against the Govern- 
‘meat, when it ought to be against the officer. 

Mr. CLAY replied, in brief, that he would not 
enter into the discussion then; they were assemb'ed 
for the performance of important trusts, al an extra 
session, which was, they had some reason to hope, 
within two or three weeks of its close. It was un- 
der such circumstances that the Senator frem Ohio 
had thought fit io submit a proposition which went 
to change a habit that had been continued from the 
very commencement of the Government to the pre- 
sent period, and to open the Execative business to 
ail that might be pleased to attend. The occasion 
was not proper, and the time had not come when 
such changes were to beeffected. He could easily 
show. if he were so disposed, that the same princi- 
ple was as applicable to nominations as to treaties. 
What would be the effect of such a step? Why 
that, in their investigations of character, individu- 
als might be exposed, which would be unpl:asant, 
to say the least, besides having a tendency (o en- 
large the debates to zn unlimited extent. He there- 
fore felt it bis duty to move to lay the resolution 
on the table, and he would not withdraw the mo- 
tion upon any solicitation. 
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This question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
decided in the affirmative, as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Berrien, Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Dix- 
on, Evans, Grahem, Henderson, Huntington, Ker, 
Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, 
Prentiss, Preston, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, Soath- 
ard, Talimadge, and Woodbridge—26 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Benton, Buchanan, Cal- 
houn, Clay of Alabama, Cathbert, Fulton, King, 
Linn, MeKoberis, Mouton, Nicholson, Pierce, Smith 
of Connecticut, Sturgeon, Tappan, Walliams, 
Woodbury, Wright, and Young—20. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the general order, being the bill to make appro- 
priations for the erection of fortifications and the 
prevention and suppresssion of Indian hostilities; 
the motioa pending being the amending of Mr. 
Porter “for defensive works and barracks, and 
parchase of a site at or near Detroit, Michigan, 
$50,000.” 

Mr. PORTER urged at considerable length the 
propriety and necessity of this appropriation, 
though he said he could not feel any confidence 
that this amendment would pass, as, from the re- 
marks of the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs yesterday, it was evident that he and 
the committee were opposed to it. 

Mr. PRESTON said the amendment stood on 
the same footing that it did yesterday; it had not 
received the sanction of the committee, nor been 
recommended by the Department; and he hoped it 
would not be adopted. 

Mr. WOODBRIGE could see no good reason in 
that objection to the amendment. If the measure 
was right and proper in itself, he supposed the Se- 
nate were competent to decide upon the propriety 
of introducing it into the bill. Butit was said tbat 
all such propositions should receive the sanction ef 
the War Department before they are presented for 
the action of this body. Was thatso? Was the 
Senate not competent to legislate upon matters pre- 
sented for its consideration without the aid of the 
Heads of Depariments, and was it the duty of the 
Senate merely to register the edic's of the Execu- 
tive? If that was the character of the body, it was 
one which had heretefore escaped his attention. 
But even supposing the recommendation of the 
Depariment was a necessary prerequisite to the 


action of the Senate, the proposition of his col- | 


league could adduce that in its favor. Many years 
since its importance had attracted the nolice of the 
Department, and strong and repeated recommenda- 
tions in its favor had been communicated to Con- 
gress Mr. W. referred to the extent of commer- 
cial intercourse, and the great amount ef tonnage 
connected with the navigation of the Northwestern 
lakes, which would all be withia the grasp of the 


enemy, if war with Great Britain should take | 


place to-morrow. During the las! year the airivals 
and departures at the port of Buffalo were at the 
rate of seventy-five vesselsevery fortnight. These all 
had to pass through the narrow channel of the 
Detroit river, (for the protection of which this 
work was asked,) on their way to the upper lakes. 
The exports of Cleveland during the last year in 
the single article of wheat amounted to six millions 
of bushels. 
tection, aod along this frontier the interior of oar 
country was to be protected from invasion and pil- 
lage. The city of D.troi!, with between seven 
and eight millions of dollars’ worth of taxable pro- 
perty and ten thousand inhabitants, was liable at 
any moment to be battered down by Bri'ish cannon 
from the Canadian side of the strait, and at any 
tume during the last twelve months a force of fifteen 
or twenty thousand British troops could be poured 
upon it at a few days’ notice. 

Mr. W. referred to the melancholy and disas- 
trous results which attended the capture of Detroit 
by the British during the last war. The adjacent 
country was ravaged and devastated by the ene- 
my—the buildings and enclosures destroyed, the 
cattle slaughtered or driven off, and the whole 
territory was one extended grave of desolation. 
The famishing inhabitants had to depend upon the 
Commanding Genera! for the means to sus‘ain 
life, and for weeks fifteen hundred rations were 
daily issued for this purpose. He himself knew 
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This was an interest worthy of pro-_ 
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of a whole family who were compelled to subsist, 
during an entire winter, on salted grain and grass, 
to save themselves from starvation. He alluded 
to the terrible tragedy of the Raisin, where the field 
of carnage was drenched with the best blood of 
Kentucky; and when, to protect their dead bodies 
from being mangled by the wolves, those engaged 
in their sepulture had to periorm their sad daties 
in the darkness of night for the protection of 
their own scalps. Mr. W. also referred to the 
great waste of life and treasure consequent on the 
attempts to recover Detroit, the latter amounting 
to at least eighteen or twenty millions of dollars, 
and asked was it prudent to incur the risk of a re- 
petition of this vast expenditure by refusing to grant 
the necessary appropriations for the defence of that 
frontier? 

Mr. BATES expresved his willingness to go for 
this amendment, as presenting peculiar claims to 
the attention of Congress; but if it was to be fo!- 
lowed by others, he should vote against them all 


| so as to leave the bill in the shape reported by the 


committee. 

Mr. SEVIER was glad that this amendment had 
been proposed by the Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
Porter,} and any one who had listened to the re- 
marks of the Senator nearest him [Mr. Woon- 
Baiper] would find it difficult to make up his mind 
to vote against it' He hoped the Senators from 
Michiga», and from the Western States generally, 
would meet this question as it should be met, and 
if the Sec’ etary of War intended to leave the inland 
frontier from the Sabine to the lakes entire- 
ly undefended, they would take the re- 
sponsibility of voting against appropria- 
tions for defences in any other place. He went 
at much length into the necessity for defences at 
the West, and the obligations that rested on this 
Government to protect the inhabitants of the fron- 
tier from the numerous tribes of savages thet their 
policy had placed, there. Twenty-three tribes of 
Indians had been located on the frontiers of Arkan- 
sas and Missouri, many of them in opposition to 
their wishes, and with sentiments of deadly enmity 
to the whites. They could muster forty-three 
thousand warriors, with arms in their hands, 
which were furnished by this Government, 
and could be precipitated at any moment 
upon the cefenceless frontier. Of all these tribes, 
but two, the Choctaws and Chickasaws, could be 
depended upon as friendly to the whites. Was 
there not, then, a binding obligation upon this Go- 
vernment to protect the people of this frontier 
frcm the aggressions of these Indians, which were 
placed there by your laws? If it was not intended 
entirely toabandon this frontier, appropriations were 
loudly called for, as there were not even barracks to 
shelter the troops. What cou!d be said of the defence- 
less condition of the West, mightalso be said of the 
Michigan and Lake frontier, aad he hoped, in this 
matter, that the West would goin solid phalanx, 
and resolve to have a common share of the ap- 
propriations for tho defence of the country. If 
this bill was passed, we would hear no more of 
Western defences, until a war was upon us, and 
he hoped that their defences would stand or fail 
with those of other sections 0* the country. 

Mr. PRESTON hoped no such coalition would 
be formed. The zeal with which Senators had 
advocated the interests of their peculiar sections 
was highly creditable to them, and deserved the 
gratitode of their constituents, but, having done 
all that was incumbent on them to further those 
interests, he trusted that they would act as Ameri- 
can Senators, legislating for the whole Union. In 
regard to there fortifications on tbe frontier, he 
would make one general remark. There was a 
peculiarity in regard to our reijations with a great 
maritime power, which rendered it desirable that 
such of our fortifications on the maritime fron- 
tier es could, with a trifling expense be placed in 
an efficient of state defeace, should be placed in 
that condition. This necessity did not exist with 
regard to the Southwestern frontier; though he ad- 
mitted that it did to a considerable extent in rela- 
tion to the defences of the Canada frontier. He 
was fully aware of the merits of the proposition of 
the Senator irom Michigan [Mr. Porter] aad 
thought if it had been submited to the Depart- 
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ment, it would have recommended i'; but not 
having been submitted to the Department, and re. 
commended by it, was sufficient for him to oppose 
it, and was, in his opinion, a conclusive rea. 
son for not inserting it in the bill. With 
regard to our inland frontier there was 
also a certain degree of threat which Was 
not be disregarded; but there must be a compro- 
mise in such matters; portions of the country myst 
be postponed for others; all the works could not 
proceed pari passu. He hoped gentlemen would 
yield the puint, and not suffer the bill to be defeai. 
ed by the weight of amendments that were pressed 
upon it. Let the matier sleep until the next regu- 
lar session, when the general subject of defence 
might be taken up. 

Mr. PORTER read from documents to show that 
it had received the sanction of the Department; 
and he wished it understood that he placed the 
amendment there under its affirmative recommen- 
dation. It stood precisely where the amendment 
of the Senaior from Maine did, which had passed 
yesterday. Mr. P. then went onto point out the 
importance to the Government of military works 
at Detroit. It was entirely undefended, and 
might be battered down, without resistance, 
from the opposite side of the river, which, through- 
out ils whole extent of thirty-two miles on the Ca- 
nadian side, was arrayed in a glittering panoply of 
Steel. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE still further advocated the 
amendment, and referred to a body of Indians lo- 
cated at the cutiet of Lake St. Clair, to the amount 
of a thousand warriors, who, at the raising ofa 
finger by the British Government, would be let 
Joose upon our defenceless frontier. The Senator 
from South Carolina had alluded to the danger of 
d ficulties with a maritime power, the plain English 
of which, he supposed, was that there was danger of 
a warwith Great Britain. It was a comfort to 
him (Mr. W.) that he did not apprehend this dan- 
ger to besoimminent. But the Senator talked of 
maritime defences. Now he would inform the 
Senator that, if he would visit their region of 
country, they would show him seas where the na- 
vies of empires might proud!y display themselves, 
and when these seas were agitated by tempests, their 
waves ran as high as were ever witnessed on the 
Auantic. We willshow the Senator waves that 
were threatening enough to drive the sceptical 
opinions from the brain of the infidel Volney. Ir 
was related to him by a gentleman who had the 
command of a schooner engaged in the navigation 
ot the lakes, that in 1797, the celebrated Volney, 
who had been making a tour in the Canadian pro- 
vinces, was one of his passengers. A tremendous 
siorm arose, and the captain, alter making every 
exertion to resist its vidlence, tecame convinced of 
the {ruitlessness of his efforts, and intimated his be- 
lief to the passengers that there was no hope of 
either preserving tue vessel or the lives of those on 
board. In this extremity, Volney, whose infidel 
writings were then disseminating the seeds of un- 
belief throughout the civilized world, prostrated 
himself on the deck, and, with much fervor, be- 
sought the Being, whose existence he had denied, 
for deliverance trom their immineat peril. And, 
sir, besides these attributes of a maritime frontier, 
these inland seas of two thousand miles in extent 
are whitened with the sailsof American vessels, 
at whose mast heads proudly float the stars and 
stripes of our national flag. Had the Senator 
ever heard of those naval engagements, in which 
fieethad encountered fleet, and the gallant Mac- 
donough and Perry had immortalized their names? 
Had ke ever heard those glorious words which rung 
from one end of the country to the other, thrilling 
with gladness the heart of every American—“we 
have met the enemy, and they are ours?” But the 
Senator opposed this appropriation because it was 
not for aa old work. Why there has been a forti- 
fication at Detroit for upwards of two hundred 
years. He hoped the Senator would see the 


| ground’ess nature of his objections, and the ur- 


zency for this appropriation, and withdraw his ob- 
jyections to it. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON could not support the 
amendment. His objection was, that the biil be- 
fore them was for forts in a state of ferwardness, 
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and such as could be completed without delay, 
and to arrest the dilapidation which was going on 


in others. Besides, if this amendment prevailed, 
the Senator might press one one with cqual pro- 
priety for the defence of Lake Champlain and the 
protection of its commerce, and then could it be re- 
sisted? 

Mr. LINN would recommend a very simple and 
direct course to the Senator from Convecticut, and 
that was to introduce appropriations for all these 
important works into the bill, and then devote the 
proceeds of the public lands to their completion. 
This, he felt confident, was the most efficient mode 
by which those who felt the necessity of thes2 works 
could obtain them. 

Mr. ALLEN moved an amendment to the 
amendment of Mr. Porrer, “fer the construction 
of armed steamers and other vessels of Govern- 
menton Lake Erie, $100,000.” He said he did 
not offer it with a view to benefit any particular 
portion of the country, but that, having understood 
the British had two armed steamers on that lake, 
he thought armed steamers were necessary to 
watch armed steamers. He alluded to the out- 
rageon the American Terriiory committed at 
Schlosser, and said the Senate wauid not do its 
duty if it did not put its seal of reprobation upon 
the doctrines of international law, which which had 
been officially promulgated by the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. PHELPS must vote against it, because the 
purpose of the bill was to confine the appropria- 
tions to such works as were then in progress and 
could easily be accomplished. If the amendment 
prevailed, then he should introduce an amendment 
fur the defence and protection of Lake Cham- 
plain, because, if the principle of the bill was de- 
parted from, Lake Champlain would have its 
claims, as being uniformly put in the first class of 
estimates. 

Mr. EVANS said the existing arrangements 
with Great Britain prohibited the construction of 
armed vessels by either power upon the lakes. 
He expressed his regret that the Senator from 
Michigan should still persist in his amendment. 
The Senator said that it had the assent of the War 
Department, and stood on the same footing with 
that introdoced by him (Mr E.) yesterday. That 
was not the case, however; his amendment had the 
sanction of a committee of both Houses cf Con- 
gress. There was no desire to neglect any part of 
the country. So far as he was concerned, he had 
always voted for the most liberal appropriations. 
He hoped Senators would not endeavor to get up 
a local feeling, but leave the bill to pass as it was, 
without seeking to load it down with amendments 
for appropriations not asked for by the Depart- 
ment, nor sanctioned by the committee of either 
House. 

Mr. WHITE acknowledged the liberality of the 
former course of the Senator from Maine; but he 
thought that his zeal in the present instance led 
him to overlook the equity of the considerations 
which presented themselves in favor of appropria- 
tions for Western defence. He was not to be de- 
terred from standing up for justice to the West by 
the intimaiions of danger of a war with a foreign 
power. The proclamation by which Con- 
gress was brought together, made no men- 
tion of this danger. And if there was 
to be a war with this marilime power, 
how would hostilities be carried on? By in- 
roads on your Atlantic seaboard? No; but 
by harassing the frontier, and desroying the 
commerce of the Northwest. He was surprised 
that the committee, in considering this subject, had 
overlooked the vast commerce of the Northwestern 
lakes. As a Western man, he was bound to have 
an eye to the interests of that great section, whose 
representatives, if they would act together, could 

soon take care of themselves. Who paid the taxes 
of this country?’ Those vast masses which people 
the fertile valleys of the West—ali laboring men, 
and all gentlemen, who individually consume more 
dutiable articles than any other portion of the 
Union. © 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, in reply to a remark that 
the British Government at present had armed 
steamers on the lakes, said he was not aware that 
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it had violated the treaty in this respect. During 
the troubles of the insurrecticn, that Government 
had employed vessels to assist in putting it down, 
but he had understood it was with the assent of our 


own Government this was done. The Daniel Web- 


ster, a very large and powerful boat, was then em. 
ployed by that Government, and he believed some 
otbers. 

After some remarks in explanation by Messrs. 
ALLEN and PORTER, . 

Mr. CALHOUN briefly stated his reasons why 
he should vote against the amendment, and finally 
against the bill. He was of the opinion that the 
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‘| sons on which I shall proceed. 


unexpended ballances of the appropriations for for- || 
tifieations now in the Treasury, which, by the Se- | 
cretary’s report, amounted to $700,000, was as | 


much as could be economically and profitably ex- 
pended during the present year. 


He was the | 


friend of a proper system of defence, and would go | 


as far asany man in favor of it, but he thought 
that these appropriations would have the effect of 
distracting and weakening the public sentiment, 
which he was happy to see was now so prevalent 
in its favor. He considered that fortifications, es- 
pecially on the seaboard, should be made suboridi- 
nate to our naval defences; our navy would be our 
most efficient mteans of defence at home, and of 
commanding respect for us abroad. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky and Mr. KING, 
briefly assigned thei reasens for voting against the 
amendment. . 

Mr. BUCHANAN wovld most cheerfully vote 
for the amend.nent of the Senator from Michigan, 
not for the purpose of killing the bill, but because 
he considered Detroit to be one of the most impor- 
tant points in our country. 
of one of the sovereign States of this Union, divid- 
ed only by a narrow strait from the British domin- 
ions, and entirely unprepared to defend herself 
against a hostile demonstration of the enemy in 
case of the breaking out of war. 

Mr. SEVIER briefly replied to the opponents of 


appropriations for the Westand Northwest If | 


the danger of war was immediate, your fortifica- 


defend yourselves from the British cannon, and 
the knife of the Indian. If not immediate, then 
the plea of urgency for the seaboard fortifications 
failed, and he was opposed to a one-sided measure, 
such as proposed by the committee in the bill be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. TAPPAN said if We were to depend on for- 
tifications for the defence of our frontier, we would 
have to build themevery ten miles. The invading 
enemy would not land under the guns of our forti- 
fications, but could select out of hundreds of miles 
of undefended coast for points cf attack. He was 
in favor of fortifications for harbor defence until a 


navy was built up, sufficient to protect us from fo- | 


reign aggression. 

The question was then taken on Mr. ALLEN’s 
amendmen: to the amendment, and it was decided 
in the negative. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Porter, and decided in the negative, as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bates, Benton, Buchan- 
an, Choate, Dixon, Fulton, Linn, McRoberts, Man- 
gum, Mouton, Porter, Sevier, Smith of Indiana, 
Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Walker, White, Williams, 
Woodbridge and Young—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bayard, Berri- 
en, Calhoun, Clay of Alabama, Clay of Kentacky, 
Clayton, Cuthbert, Evans, Graham, Henderson, 
Huntington, Ker, King, Miller, Nicholson, Phelps, 
Pierce, Prenuss, Preston, Smith of Connecticut, 
Seuthard, and Tappan—24. 

Mr. LINN then moved to amend the bill by add- 
ing an appropriation of $50,000 for Fort Leaveao- 
worth. 

Mr. L. spoke of the number of Indians which 
the policy of the Government had thrown on the 
borders of Missouri; insisting that it was therefore 
doubly bound to afford protection to that region. 

Mr. PRESTON replied; when the question was 
taken, and the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. SEVIER then inoved to amend the bill by 
inserting “for carrying on the military works at 
Fort Smith, Arkansas, for the present and ensuing 


She was the chief city || 
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| year, in addition toan unexpended balance, 950- 


000; and on the question he demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. NICHOLSON said: Mr. President, it is 
painful to me to vote against propositions made by 
my friends in which they manifestso mach inte- 
rest. Batasl hare up my mind to vo'e against 
the bill as well as all amendments proposing to in- 


| crease the appropriations for fortifications, | must 


ask the indulgence of the Senate to state the rea- 
I cheerfully concur 
in the sentiment so often repeated, that it is our 
duty to grant liberal supplies for the necessary de- 
fence of the country. Ner do I :egard it as sound 
policy to defer the necessary measures of defence 
until imminent dangers of foreign aggression force 
us into their adoption. It is a wise maxim, that 
“we should prepare for war in time of peace.” 
But, whilst I entertain these opinions, I am very 
far from feeling myself bound, upon the strength 
of executive recommendations, to volte appropria- 
tions without scrutinizing their amount, the objects 
to which they are to be applied, afd the character 


|| of the defences on which they are to be expended. 


There is such a thing as wasting money upon a 
good object as well as upon one which is bad. 


The bill before you, Mr. President, proposes an 
appropriation of more than a million of dollars in 
addition to the amount which wes appropriated at 
the last session of Congress, and the unexpended 
appropriations of 1840, all to be expended on forti- 
fications during the present year. To justify this 
large additional expenditure, it must be made to 
appear, ei'her that the amount appropriated at the 
last session was much too small, or that some 
pressing emergency has arisen since that time ren- 
dering it indispensable to push our measures of de- 
fence with doub'e vigor. If neither of these things 
can be shown, the cenclusion must be irresistible 
that the additional appropriation is unnecessary. 


An examination into the expenditures for the last 
ten years, will establish the fact that the average 


'| annual expendiwures on fortifications has been be- 
tiens would not be commenced until you had to || 


tween eight and nine hundred thousand dollars. f 
am not aware that any very serious complaints have 
been made by the people that these expenditures 
were too small. Oa the contrary I think they have 
been acquiesced in as reasonable in amount and 
at least as large as a prudent regard for economy 
would justify. By reference to the reports made 
by the War Department, it will be found that the 
amount of unexpended appropriations, for the for 
tifications provided for in the bill for 1840, toge- 
ther with the appropriations, at the last session, for 
the same objects for 1841, was largely over one 
million of dollars. ‘The amount of available 
means for there for these fortifications for 1841 
exceed a million of dollars, exceeding by two 
hundred thousand dojlars the average ¢xpenditures 
per annum for the last ten years! Yet, sir, the 
War Department calls for an additional appro- 
priation of one milion foor hundred and 
eighty-five thousand dollars, and we have ac- 
tually a bill under progress for more than a mil- 
lion! If the demands of the War Department are 
complied with, we shall expend during the year 
1841, on fortifications, two anda half millions of 
dollars—ag amount nearly treble the annual ave- 
rage for ten years. And, sir,,if we pass this bill, 
we shall expend over two millions, an amount 
more than double the annual average for ten 
years. When your Treasury was full to over- 
flowing, when Congress resor'ed to that notable 
scheme of depletion, by depositing your surplas 
with the States, it was regarded by Congress to be 
sufficient to expend nine bundred thousand dollars 
a year on fortifications. Afterwards, when politi- 
cal objects were to be attained, this expenditure, 
together with all the others, was blazoned before 
the country as evidence of wasteful extravagance 
in the administration of the Government. Now, 
sir, the amount which Congress deemed soflicient, 
and political partisans proncunced extravagant, is 
regarded by the War Department as only about 
one-third as large as it should be for the present 
year. And, sir, be itremembered that this demand 
is made at a time when we are called together to 
supply an exhausted Treasury, whea we are bor- 
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rowing millions of money and adding millions of 
taxes upon the people. 

If there is any existing emergency which de- 
mands this vast increase of the expenditures, we 
have aright to know it. Nosuch emergency ex- 
ists—none such is pretended. None of us appre- 
hend an attack from any foreign power. There is 
nothing in our relations with other Governments 
which jastiGies the apprehension that our present 
state of peace will be disturbed. Surely if any 
dificuliy with a foreign power were apprehended, 
we should have had some intimation of the facet 
from the Executive. Tie result then is, that in a 
state of profonnd peace, with no cause anticipated 
likely to dis'urb that peace, the War Department 
urgesus, with an empty Treasury, to authorize the 
expenditure of three times as much money for for- 
tifications as Congress ceemed sufficient when they 
had millions to give avay to the States. 

We have been told, Mr. President, that we must 
necessarily repose much confidence in the estimates 
and recommendations from the Executive Depart- 
ments. I admit this to be true, as a general pro- 
position, and confining myselfto the reports from 
the War Department, I shall undertake to show 
that this additional appropriation is unnecessary. 
Bat I must first remark that the political friends of 
the Secretary ot War seem no' to have reposed 
implicit confidence in his est'mates and recommen- 
dation. He has estimated that he can expend pro- 
fitably and economically, during the present year, 
$1,485 500 upon the essential works of defence, in 
addition to the appropriations heretofore made for 
the same objects. By your bill you confide in his 
estimate only so far as to appropriate $1,019,000 
You propose to yield something more than half the 
amount he demands. I am opposed to yielding any 
thing, and I think Lean show, from his own reports, 
that nothing can be profitably or economically ex- 
pended. Turning, then, Mr. President, to the se- 
veral reports from the War Department connected 
with this bill, the first proposition whieh I shail 
establish by them iv, that since the 4th of March 
last the Secretary of War has been pushing the 
work on the fortifications ‘‘with the utmost possi- 
ble vigor.” So scon as he entered upon his new 
cffice, under the influence of the temporary panic 
which seems to have prevailed in some of the De. 
partments, the new Secretary of War seems to 
have been looking out fora British flee’; and un- 
der that feeling, he gave immediate directions that 
the work on the fortifications shou'd be carried on 
with all possible diligence. The following is an 
extract from the report of the Secretary of War, 
accompanying the President’s message at the be- 
ginning of this session: 

“The expenditures in this branch of the service have been 
more considerable in the current quarter than usual; and hence 
the additional appropriations asked for are larger than they 
would have been under ordinary circumstances. How this has 
happened will be explained by the fact that soon after the ac- 
cession of your immediate and lamented predecessor, all the 
means at ihe disposal of this Department tere directed to 
be employed upon the fortifications, and other works for the 
protection of ‘the Allantic frontier, in the manner deemed 
dest calculated to produce ihe greatest possible efficiency in 
the shortest time. This course appear to be called for by the 
unsettled and threatening aspect of our foreign relations.” 

I desire to be understood, Mr. President, as cast- 
ing no censure upon the Secretary of War for the 
vigorous manner in which he set about preparing 
for a visit from the British ficet. My position is, 
that he did his daty, his whole duty, and nothing 
but hisduty, in ordering the whole resources at 
his disposal, to be wigorously applied tothe fortifi- 
cations. But asIam solicitous to do the Secreta- 
ry of War ample justice for his vigorous discharge 
of daty on the occasion referred to, 1 will turn next 
to his letter to the House of Representatives of the 
17th Jaly,in which he again furnishes us with 
strong decumentary proof of the fidelity with 
which he discharged his duties, In that letter he 
says: 

“One of the first acts of this Department, after the 4th of 
March, acting by the authority of the President, was to direct 
that the works onall the fortifications, which were deemed of 
the first importance, should be pressed forward witn THE 
UTMOST VIGOR AND DESPATCH, Compatible with the nature and 
requisile guality of the work.” 

Confining myself entirely, Mr. President, to the 
official reports emanating from the War Depar'- 
ment, I have satisfied myself that since the 4th of 
March last, the whole resources of the Depart- 


ment have been devoted with untiring diligence to 
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the work on the forufications, and that it has been 
prosecuied from that day to this wi h the utmost 
vigor and in a manner to produce the greatest ¢ fli- 
ciency in the shortest time. Sir, I am satisfied 
from those reports that the Seeretary of War has 
done all that mortal man could do. 

Now, Mr. President, having shown the energy 
and vigor of the Secretary of War in pushing the 
work on the fortifications since the 4shof March 
last, I have been carious to ascertain what progress 
he has made in expending money. Confining my- 
self still to the official reports, I find that on the 
4th of March last, he had available means at his 
disposal amounting to about $850,000 applicable 
to tho:e fortifications. Weil, sir, he went to work, 
as he himself informs us, with all his energy, or- 
dered “the whole of the resources at his disposal ’ 
(for that is his, language) to be so applied as ‘ to 
produce the greatest possib!e efficiency in the short- 
esttime,” and on the Ist day of April, after one 
month of hard work, he had expended about 
$80,000, leaving still at his ¢isposal $784,025 87. 
Bat the energy and vigor of the Secretary of War 
were not soffered to s'acken; he pushed forward 
with the same laudable diligence during the months 
of April, May and June. During these three first- 
rate working months, he tells ue in his letter of the 
17:h July, that heexpended $248 653 07, which is 
equal to $82,884 36 per month. .From the same 
official letter we jearn that the Secretary of War 
hac still on haud unexpended on the Istof July, 
$535,372 &0. 

Here, Mr. President, | must pause a moment 
to remind * enators of the important position which 
I have taken so much pains to establish—that dur- 
ing the four months of March, April, May and 
June, under the influence cf the threatening as- 
pect of our foreign rela‘ions, the Secre‘ary of War 
was mort vigorously urgiog on the public works 
on the fortifications. Now, sir, I must here also 
pay a meriied compliment to the strict regard 
which the Secreiary bas shown for economy. His 
expenditures during these four good working 
months were only $82,884 36 per month. 

I have now, Mr. President, one simple question 
to propound to Senators?’ Do they believe that 
the Secretary of War could have prosecu'ed the 
works on the fortifications with any more vigor 
than he has done? Is any one prepared to ques- 
tion the veracity of the Secreiary? Do we repose 
confidence in his reports?’ To say that he could 
have pushed the work faster than he has done, is 
not only to charge him with faithlessness in his 
office, but to s‘amp his official communications to 
Congress with falsehood! I will not suppose that any 
Senator is prepared todo him so much injustice. 
If then, sir, the Secretary of War has hitherto 
done all within his power to advance the work on 
ths fortification«, I take it for granted that during 
the balance of the year, his exerions can effect no 
more than they have during the four months men- 
tioned. Using, then, his utmost vigor, [ am war- 
ranted concluding that his exsenditures, tf due re- 
gard ishad toecsnomy, cannotexceed $82 884 36 
per monh, from the fitst ef July to the end of the 
year. At that rate of expenditure, he will expen’, 
during the six months, from July to the end of the 
year, $533 306 16, leaving a small balance of his 
present means unexpended. Confiding in the re- 
ports of the Department, then, Iam brought irre- 
sistably to the conclusion that the Secretary now 
has in his hands as much money as he can expend 
profitably and economically daring the present 
year. If my conclusion is erroneous, I have been 
led into the error by the Secretary himself, in his 
great zeal to show that he has discharged his duties 
with peculiar fidelity. 

But, Mr. President, we have already been told 
that the Secretary of War recommends this appro- 
priation, and that he informs Congress, in one of 
his official communications, that the amount asked 
for can be profitably expended during the year. It 
is true, sir, that the Secretary does make these state- 
ments, and in so doing, places himself in an awk- 
ward dilemma. I rely upon the experiment made 
by him during four months as more reliable than 
his estimates and conjectures for the next six 
months. Ihave the benefit of facts, whilst the 
friends of this bill must disregard the facts and con- 





fide in estimates and conjectures. I state it to be 
a fact, that during four months the Secretary hzs 
exerted his utmost vigor, and has expended but 
$82,884 per month. Senators who support this 
bi!l must rely upon the conjeciure, that for the re. 
maining six months the Secretary can expend, pro- 
fiably and economically, $175,000 per month! 
I know he cou!d expend that amount, and a great 
deal more, but could he expend it profitably and 
economicall;? That is the question. 

Bat. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. Evans] has advceafed this bill upon the 
ground that the appropriations will be expended in 
the first ha!fof the year 1842, Upon examina- 
tion of the cfficial documents before us from the 
War Department, it will be found that there js 
some inconsistency in the different statements 
therein mace. Upon a full investigatton of the 
whole subject, I am satisfied that these appropria- 
tions are asked for the purpose of being expended 
during this year. In his letter of the 17th Jaly, to 
the House of Representatives, the last decament 
from the Department, will be feund the fo'lowing, 
viz: 

“The estimates and statements heretofore transmitted to the 
House from this Department, were based upon the.supposition 
that the whole amount of former appropriations for fortifica- 
tions, together with the increased amountasked at the present 
session of Congress, could and PROPABLY WOULD BB srD1 
CIOUSLY EXPENDED WITHIN THE PRESENT YEAR; consequently 


it was estimated that the amount of former appropriations 
would be exhausted before the close of the year.” 


The Secretary of War is sufficiently explicit in 
this communication; far more so than he usually 
is. He tells us distinctly that his estimates and 
statements were based upon the supposition, that 
the whole amount of former appropriations, t-- 
gether with that now asked, would probably be 
expended during the year. In the same letter the 
Chief Engineer, Col. Totten, holds the same expli- 
cit langaage. He says: 

“The remaining balance of $491,653, (on the 15th July,) un- 
der the more energetic progress, which it is deemed to be su 
important to give to the works, may all be expended, together 
with the grants asked in the estimates now before Congress, 
and with strictattention moreover to economy and good ma- 
nagement, before the close of the working season of the North, 


and atan early day after the season shall have opened at 
the South.” 


The Secretary of War and the Chief Engineer 
then concur inthe declaration that the whole 
amount of the old appropriations, and those now 
asked, are expected to be expended during the pre- 
sent year. How this will coincide with the facts as 
represented during the months of March, April, 
May, and June, I shall not now stop to inquire. 
My vbject now is to inquire whether both the Se- 
creiary and the Chief Engineer have not helda 
different language in reference to these very appro- 
priations. It will be observed that the lester of 
ihe Secretary, to which I have just been referring, 
is dated on the 17th of July. 

The other letter from the Secretary of War, 
dated on the 7th of July, holds this language: 

“A strong reason for the increase of the appropriations 
for fortifications and the other public works inthis and every 
year preceding what is called the long session of Congress, 
will be perceived in the fact, now well established by expe- 
rience, that the general appropriation bills at such sessions 
never pass until the close of the session, which is usually neat 
midsummer.”? 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to know if any 
candid man can read this statement of the Secre- 
tary of War without coming to the conclusion 
that these additional appropriations were first ask- 
ed to keep the work on the fortifications in ope- 
ration during six months of the year 1842. He 
says the appropriation bills are not usually passed 
by Congress until near midsummer, and this fact 
furnishes ‘‘a strong reason for the increase of the 
appropriations.” Must he not have designed to 
use these increased appropriations antil Congress 
should pass the general appropriation bills near 
midsummer? Yet, sir,on the 17th of the same 
month he says in another official letter, that his 
estimates, made in his letter of the 7th July, were 
made upon the supposition that ail the appropria- 
tions, the old and the new, probably would be ex- 
pended during the present year. In which of 
these official letters are we to repose confidence? 
But, sir, in this same letter of the 7th of Jaly 
the Chief Engineer also speaks on this subject as 
follows: 

“The present estimate for $1,019,500 was made in the desire, 
not only to augment our force in every way upon the more 
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important works, BUT ALSO TO HAVE A FUND UPON WHICH WE 
cAN CONTINUE TO OPSRATE TILL NEXT MIDSUMMER.” 

Here, sir, we have the admission unequivocally 
made that this new appropriation was designed as 
a fund on which to operate until midsummer of 
1842! A fund to operate upon for seven months, 
during all which time Congress would be in ses- 
sion! Tomy miad, Mr. Pre-ident, there is a shuf- 
fling in this matter unworthy of the head of a De- 
partment. Why was the tone of the Secretary of 
War so decidedly changed from the 7th to the 17.h 
of July? Why does he eall for this heavy appro- 

riation on the 7th, and assign as “a strong rea- 
eon” that the general appropriation bills will not 
pass until midsummer of 1842, and on the 17th en. 
tirely omit this “strong reason,” and ask the appro- 
priation on the supposition that it would be all ex- 
pended during this year? And why, sir, does the 
Chief Engineer tell us on the 7th that he wants this 
appropriation as a “fund to operate upon until 
midsummer” of 1842, and on the 17th that it can 
ali be economica!iy expended ‘‘before the close of 
ihe working season” of the present year? 

I now ask, Mr. President, on which of these do- 
cuments are we to rely? We are asked to vote 
overa million of dollars, and we are presented 
with two documents on which our votes are to be 
tased, differing materially in their statements. If 
we are to be governed by the letter of July 7th, 
then, sir, I say that the application is little better 
than an insult to Congress. -That document calls 
for an appropriation, upon the ground that Con- 
gress will fail, during six months at the next ses- 
sion, to perform its duty. We are here, then, in 
the dog days, providing against the neglect of duty 
by ourselves at the regular session. Sir, I am not 
surprised that the letter of the 17th held a different 
jJanguage, but I am surprized that the Secre'ary of 
War should in that letter so far forget himself as to 
say that his former estimates were based upon the 
supposition that all the appropriations would be 
expended during this year, when h knew that this 
new appropriation was asked explicitly as a fund 
to operate upon until midsummer of the next 

ear. 

, I take it for granted, Mr. President, that we are 
not expected to grant this appropriation upon the 
strength of the ‘‘strong reason” advanced in the let- 
ter of the 7th of July. The Secretary of War, in his 
letter of the 17th July, abandons that ‘strong rea- 
son,” and demands the appropriation for the pre- 
sent year. Here the question recurs, can this 
immense amount of money be profitably and eco- 
nomically expended on fortifiations during this 
year? If any confidence is to be reposed in the 
official declarations of the Secretary as to the vigor 
and diligence with which the works have been pro- 
sectited thus far by him, the answer is irresistible, 
that he cannot expend the money profitably and 
economically. The Secretary might ‘operate upon 
it,” (in the langaage of the Chief Engineer,) but 
from the experiments made, I should deny that it 
can be profitably and economically operated upou 
in our fortification defences. 


The Siate which I have the honor te represent 
has neither seacoast nor frontier; bat still, sir, she 
has an interest in common with her sister States in 
having the whole country kept constantly in a pro- 
per state of defence. There is not a man within 
her limits, who has not a stout heart and a faithful 
rifle, ever at the service of his country. No Ten- 
nesseean ever expects the soil of his State to be 
trodden by a foreign foe. Her interior situation, 
and her native chivalry, forbid such a thought. 
Our willingness to bear the burden of a system of 
permanent detences, arises from our aitachment to 
the whole Union. 

But, sir, we shall always insist upon strict eco- 
nomy in making the appropriations, and strict 
justice in the distribution of the expenditures. 
Whilst millicns are applied to the Atlantic sea- 
board, we shall insist on having some attention 
paid to our interests in the West. So long as your 
expendiiures for public defences are reasonable and 
fair, the people of Tennessee will acquiesce in 
them; but when you ask money in such amounts 
as this bill proposes, so long in advance of the tine 
when it is to be expended, and when your distribu- 
tion of it is so partial, I feel myself bound on their 








behalf to resist this measure. This is the feeling | 
which animates the Western people. They regard | 
themselves, the mil tia of the country as the great || 
fortifications, au'ithey are always willing upon the || 
summons of their Governmant to defend any por- 1 
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tion of the Usion. Still, sir, they are not opposed 
to a system of permanent fortifications, which will 
protect Our important commercial cities from sud- 
den attack; a system which will keep an enemy at 
bay, until the militia can reach the point of danger. 
Beyond such a system of defences, lam unvillingto | 
go; and my preference is decidedly for that species || 
of fortification which is moveable for the ocean | 
defences. To my mind the idea of studding 
such an extent of seacoast and frontier as we have, 
with fortifications sufficient to prevent a_ hostile 
army from landing on our shores, is wholly pre- 
posterous. There is no limit to the cost of such a 
system, and after millions upon millions shall have 
been expended, it will be found to afford less pro- 
tection than a small ‘Home Squadron.” 
Now, sir, it is worthy of remark that the Secre- | 
tary of War has recommended the commencement | 
at this time of 4 system of land defences which is | 
estimated to cost thirty-five millions of dollars, the 
completion of which would no doubt be tound || 
really to cost one hundred millions of dollars. Of || 
the $1,485,500 which he asks to be appropriated || 
at this session, he proposes to expend $466,000 || 
daring this year in prosecuting this splendid sys- {J 
tem ot fortification defences. If we grant the de- || 
mands of the Secretary we shall thereby sanction 
his grand scheme. At this extra session, withan || 
empty Treasury, [ cannot consent by my vote to || 
sanciion a system which mustresul! in an expen- || 
diture of one hundred millions of dollars. If such || 
a system is to be adopted, let it go over to the re- || 
gular session, when there will be full time to sur- 
vey it in all its magnificent proportions. 
Whilst this vast system, Mr. President, isre- || 
commended by the Secretary of War, we are no- || 
tified by the Secretary of the Navy that at the re- || 
gular session he will propose a digested system of 
naval tefences. Iam for waiting until that sys- 
tem is presented, and then to decide whether both 
systems are to be prosecuted. 
For the present, Mr. President, I am satisfied 
that the Secretary of War has as much money on 
hand as he can expend judiciously and economical- | 
ly until Congress wil! be again in session. No || 
danger of an immediate war is apprehended, and 
ifit were, the money which is now asked could not || 
be expended to advantage, if we can confide in the | 
representations of the Secretary, tha! he has been 
prosecuting the works with all possible vigor, and 
still has on hand one hali a million of dollars. I || 
shal! therefore record my vote against the bill. 
Mr. FULTON addressed the Senate with much 
earnestness in favor of the amendment. Sir, (said 
Mr. F.) I do not say that our country is in danger 
of being immediately involved in war; but I do say 
that the aspect of our affairs is decidedly threat- 
ening, and that it is our duty to place our borders, | 
whether Atlantic, lake, or frontier, in the best state | 
of defence which our present means and informa- | 
tion will enable us to accomplish. Such has been 
the policy of the Government for some time past; 
and with this view appropriations were made at 
the last and at previous sessions of Congress, for | 
the repair and construction of fortifications in the 
various sections of the Union. The War Depart- | 
ment has been pressing on the works of defence for | 
some time past; and the present bill has been pre- | 
sented to the Senate with the view of placing the | 
Atlaniic coast in a betier state of defence. 
Our complaint is, that it seems to be ime || 
possib'e to convince Congress that the neces- 
sity is not equally as great for placing the | 
lake coast, and particularly the Southwestern fron- 














tier, in the best possible state ef defence. My pur- 
pose is, sir, to try to convince the Senate that it is 
agreat mistake to suppose that the fortifications 
upon the frontiers of Missouri and Arkansas, are 
not entitled to be placed in the very first.class of 
works of defence. What is the situation of that 
frontier?’ Why, sir, this Government has concen- 
trated a large body of Indians immediately upon 
the Western border of the State of Arkansas. Of | 
the numerous tribes collected there, nearly all of 


them are even now almost ina state of hostility 
towards our country; they are rank'!ing in ha'e to- 
wards our people, or indulging in smo hered resent- 
ment for supposed injuries commited by our 


Government. They are capable of  bring- 
ing into the field from fifieen to twenty 
thousand warriors in the shortest possible 


time. They are well armed, and have a good 
supply of ammunition, obtained main y through the 
bounty of our Government. Before a sudden out- 
break, they could lay waste and devastate our 
State before we could get sveccr from any 
quarter. The people of Arkansas are as brave as 
any people on earth; we have as many stout 
hearts as any other State in this Union, but we 
are as yet but thinly settled; our population is seat- 
tered over a vast extent ofterrilory. The very fact 
that we have been left ina efenceiess condi- 
tion, when the faith of the Government was 
pledged .to our protection, aller setilng such 
a host of savages upon our border, has 
greatly retarded ihe growth of our Stat; we 
cannot, therefore, concentrate a sufficient force 
at a mowment’s warning, and the cons quence 
would be, in case of asurpiise or sudden incur- 
sion, thst our penpte would be murdered in their 
dwellings, and our country woult be deluged in 
blood before we could obtain a protecting force, or 
e ubo!y our own citizens for the perpo-e of re- 
sistance. The Serator from Kentucky spoke yes- 
lerday of the absurdity of the imputed danger 
which seventeen nullions of people could experi+ 
ence from a few bands of savages. The Senator 
did not look rightly at the peeuliar situation of 
Missouri and Arkansas. Those States are sepa- 
rated by a greatriver ‘rom the other Sta'os; and 
Arkansas has an almost imparsable swamp of 
some fifty miles extent, which cuts off her commu- 
nication with her sister States. She would have 
to rely upon her own people alone,’or mainly so, 
in case of a hostile incursion. These savages are 
not the contemptible foe which they are represent- 
ed to be. The most numerous tribes are situated 
close together, and their habits and secret means of 
communication from tribe to tribe are such, that 
a combination amongst them could be effected im- 
mediately; they conld be embodied before an 


| alarm could be given, or any preparation for re- 


sistance could be made. 

In case of a war with a foreign power, and par- 
ticularly with that country, against whom our de- 
fensive preparations are being made, these Indians 
will be instigated to make war upon us. The first 
knowledge that we shall have that war exists, wi Il 
be the bloodshed and conflagrations whieh will 
spread along our Western border. Does not ex- 
perience teach vs that it is the policy of England 
to bring down upon the heads of the pecp'e of our 
defenceless settlements the murderous savage to- 
mahawk and scalping knife? The moment that 
war is to be commenced, we will be exposed to the 
indiscriminate massacre of all ages, sexes, and con- 
ditions ali along that frontier. And what, sir, is 
our present condition with reierence to that nation? 
Are they not in possession of our own territory on 
the Pacific? They have such an intercourse with 
all the wild tribes, and throughout the whole coun- 
try, from the Pacificto th: Rocky mountains, that 
the most ample means of communication with all 
the Indian tribes of the West is now afforded them. 
Have we not reason to believe tha’ the most of 
these tribis are always ripe for war wpon us? In- 
deed, sir, with the exception of the Choctaws, and, 
as my friend from Mississippi says, ihe Chicka- 
saws, | do not knew a single tribe whose friend- 
ship can be calculated on in case of a war with 
Great Britain. I fear that the Crecks, the Semi- 
noles, and the Cherokees, are thirsting for ven- 
geance. Nothing but prudence and policy, I am 
led to believe, even now resirains them from acts 
of hostility. 

I regretted to hear the Senator of South Carolina 
at the head of the Military Committee, say that the 
defensive works on our Western border eught to be 
temporary, and that the Indians would soon be 
driven further West; cr would voluntarily seek 
new hunting grounds. In all this, I think that 
Senator is totally mistaken. ‘The reason why the 
Indiams have been driven from the States is, that 
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they occupied the lands of the States themselves; 
and the people of the Statescould not be restrained 
from intruding npon them. The case is now en- 
tirely different. They are beyond the limits of any 
organized State—they are situated between the 
States and a vast uninhabitable prairie, which con- 
fines them on both sides. Their lands are secured 
to them by treaty and by solemn conveyance from 
this Government—the boundary between them and 
the States is permanently established; and no citi- 
zen of the States is permitted to seitle within their 
country—their country, in fact, is as firmly 
secured ‘o them, as it is possible to make 
it; and nothing but a war, or the slow 
operation of time can change the present state of 
things. Indeed, I consider that all our forts upon 
that border should be made as durabie as it is ne- 
cessary to construct works for frontier defence. It 
is objected that Fort Smith and Fort Gibson are 
too near together, and that Fort Gibson is unne- 
cessary. I will explain to the Senate the necessity 
for both of these works. Fort Smith is designed 
for the defence of the State of Arkansas; Fort Gib- 
son is situated in a corner where the territories se- 
veral of the Indian tribes connect together. It 
was located there for the purpose of comply- 
ing with our treaty stipulations, which re- 
quire us to preserve peace among the Indian 
tribes; and also to pretect them from the 
the attacks of the wild tribes of the West. Both 
these forts are of indispensable necessity, as is also 
Fort Wayne, and the work contemplated to be 
situated on the south of the Arkansas river. These 
works of defence, upon the borders of Arkansas, 
are not only designed as works of defence, but 
they are intended to be used as places of refuge, to 
which the frontier citizens may fly in case of hostile 
incursion. 

We ask the appropriation which the amendment 
of my colleague cal!s for, to carry on the important 
work immediately upon the border of our State, 
and which is situated upon a fine navigable river, 
by which i: can be easily supplied with all the mu- 
nitions of war. Fort Smith 1s designed to bea 
great military depot for the West. The present 
appropriation will enable the work to progress, but 
that now asked for is to carry it through a portion 
of the next year. I hope it will be adopted by the 
Senate. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sevier’s 


amendment, and it was decided in the affir- 
mative, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bachanan, Choate, 


Clay of Alabama, Fulton, Linn, VicRoberts, Man- 
gum, Mouton, Sevirr, Smith of Indiana, Tall- 
madge, Tappan, Walker, White, Woodbridge, 
Woodbury, Wright and Young—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 
ard, Berrien, Clay of Kentucky, Clayton, Dixon, 
Evans, Graham, Huntington, Miller, Morehead, 
Porter, Prentiss, Preston, and Southard—17. 

Mr. BERRIEN then moved an amendment ap- 
propriating $208,618, to pay the claims due Geor- 
gia for the services of ber militia, &c. Mr. B. ex- 
plained the amendment. 

Mr. PRESTON was aware the money was justly 
due, but he should feel obliged to oppose the 
amendment. He had struvgled hard to keep all 
extraneous matter from the bill, and now to admit 
so heavy an incambrance must en.langer its safe- 
Mr. WALKER said if the fortification bill was 
made a subject whereon to indemnify the claims of 
States, he should feel bound to press for those of 
Mississippi. 

The debate was further continued by Messrs. 
EVANS, WALKER, BUCHANAN, KING, and 
others; wher 

Mr. LINN moved to amend the amendment so 
as to bring in the claims of Missouri for the ser- 
vices of her volunteers in the years 1829 and 
1836. 

Mr. CUTHBERT spoke with great zeal ia favor 
of the amendment of his colleague (Mr. Bes- 
RIEN.) 

Mr. BARROW, Mr. CLAY of Alabama, znd 
Mr. WILLIAMS, ali announced their iatention of 
offering amendments ia favor of the claimsof their 
respective States. 
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Mr. LINN having withdrawn his amendmeat to 
the amendment of Mr. Berrien, the question was 
taken on Mr. B’s proposition, and decided in the 
negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Berrien, Clay of Alabama, 
Cuthbert, Evans, Fulton, Mangum, Morehead, 
Tallmadge, White, Williams, and Young—11. 

NAYS—Mestrs. Archer, Barrow, Bayard, Ben- 
ton, Buchanan, Choate, Clay of Kentucky, Dixon, 
Graham, Huntineton, Ker, Linn, McRoberts, 
Miller, Mouton, Nicholson, Phelps, Pierce, Porter, 
Prentiss, Preston, Sevier, Smith of Connecticut, 
Smith of Indiana, Tappan, Walker, and Wood- 
bridge—27. 

A motion was then made to adjourn, but failed— 
yeas 18, nays 19. 

‘The bill was then reported to the Senate, and the 
question on concurring with the committee taken 
separately on each amendment. When the amend- 
ment in rela'‘ion to the purchase of a site for a West- 
ern armory was read, 

Mr. WHITE said he had heard Pittsburg sug- 
gested as an eligible site for an armory, and he 
would therefore move to amend the amendment so 
as the words “Northwestern” should be added. 

Mr. WALKER said that was where it ought 
to be. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The question then coming up on concurring in 
the amendment ‘o appropriate seventy-five thou- 
sand dollars for a Western armory, 

Mr. CLAY expressed his intention of voting 
against the appropriation as inexpedient in the pre- 
sent condition of the public Treasury. 

Mr. BENTON said he was completely taken by 
surprise at the announcement of this opposition 
from a quarter which he knew must be fatal to the 
measure. If he had been aware of it, he could 
have produced a cart load of documents, consisting 
of reports from the Departments in its favor. He 
could have proved that the expense of transporting 
arms from Harper’s Ferry and from Springfield to 
the West would, over and over aga‘n, cower the 
expense of constructing this work. The West, for 
the last twenty-five years, bad been asking it as a 
matter of justice. He had urged it four years ago, 
when there was a surples of forty millions in the 
Treasury. and it was then refused; and now we are 
told there is no money in the Treasury, and this is 
to be a reason of retusal. In fact there had been 
no appropriate time for this measure, either in 
peace or war—either with an overflowing or an 
exhausted Treasury, during the last twenty-five 
years. Had he the opportunity of leaving his scat 
to procure the necessary documents, he could de- 
monstrate to tie Senate and to the country the 
gross injustice to the West in this determined re- 
sis'ance in granting this appropriation; but as no- 
thing he could say would have any effect on the 
vote, he would only cail for the ayes and noes. 

Mr. CLAY of Kentucky seconded the call for 
the ayes and noes, and said he would gladly record 
his vote against it. 

Mr. KING made some remarks as to the propri- 
ety of considering these questions not in a sectional, 
but in a national point of view, and moved an ad- 
journment, which was carried; 

And the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tugspay, August 3, 1541. 

By general consent, petitions and memorials were present- 
ed by the following gentlemen, and were appropriately re- 
ferred: 

Mr. HOWARD of Michigan. 

Mr. HUBARD offered the proceedings of a public meeting 
held in Buckingham county, Virginia, the 12th of July, 1841, 
at which Major Charles Yancey presided, and Thomas J. Bo- 
cock, esq. acted as Secretary, and remarked that the resolutions 
declared the extra session of Congress uncalled for and injudi- 
cious, and controverted the assumption that, in the last Presi- 
dential canvass, the people decided against the Independent 
Treasury and in favor of a National Bank, and denying the 
constitutional power of Congress to incorporate a Bank or a 
Fiscal Agency, under any name whatsoever, and pronouncing 
a National Bank inexpedient and dangerous to the liberty of 
the ceuntry. They protest against the incorporation of a Na- 
tional Bank, under any name, and against its “location in any 
nook or corner of this Confederacy,’’ and furthermore declaring 
in event of a United States Bank being incorporated, their *‘in- 
dispensable duty to urge against it unceasing war, and to 
use untiring exertions to secure its repeal’ remon- 
a against distributing the proceeds of the pub- 
lic lands among the States as impolitic, dangerous and uncon- 
stitutional, and against any augmentation of the tariff, as being 


both unconstitutional and a breach of the faith of the nation, 





plighted in the compromise act; and finall uestin, j 
representative,and the Hon. J. C. Calhoun, oly’ a cera 
same before their respective Houses. 

Mr. HUBARD also presented the proceedings of a public 
meeting, enclosed to him by the select committee, composed 
of Messrs. J. C. Page, 8. Hobson, and Jos. Fuqua, and held at 
Cumberland Court House, the 26th of July, 1841, at which Co} 
James Isbell presided as chairman, and Samuel Hobson, esq, 
acted as secietary ; and observed, that the reselutions declared 
the incorporation of a National Bank an act of usurpation by 
Congress, because the Constitution does not confer the power: 
and, furthermore, because the convention which framed jt 
twice considered and rejected a proposition to confer 1t—and 
that a National Bank is an institution of deadly hostility to the 
principles of free Government—thatits persevering efforts con. 
tinued, through a long series of years, to coerce both the Go. 
vermment and the people to a servile submission to its dictation 
—warn us, ‘‘trumpet-tongued,”’ never again to permit its ex. 
istence within our borders; and that should a National Bank be 
incorporated, no matter by what name it may be called, o; 
where located, “they hold it to be the right and duty of any 
succeeding Congress, whenever the people shall give it the 
age to clear away the rubbish.” In a word, they go decided- 

for the repeal of its charter. The resolutionsdeny absolucely 
the assertion * that the election of General Harrison was a dec} 
sion by the people in favor of a National Bank.” They con- 
demn the distribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
amongst the States as unwarranted by the Constitution, and ac. 
cording to the showing by the authors of the measure, of the de. 
ficient state of the revenue, unwise and improvident in the ex. 
treme—and that they are constrained to regard this measure as 
“an assumption of State debts.’? They protest against the dis. 
tribution bill, as being included in the “chapter of accidents,” 
warranting a revival of the “ American system,” and a further 
increase of a protective tariff—and remonstrate against the pre- 
sent extra session of Congress, as uncalled for by the public in. 
terest, and request their chairman and secretary to sign the re- 
solutions, and that they be forwarded by a select committee to 
their Representative, and te the Hon. J. C. Calhoun, to be laid 
before their respective Houses. 

Mr. CARY, of Virginia,*on leave, offered the following reso- 
ution: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to com- 
municate to this House al! the information in his possession 
relative to the detention of the great Southern mail, goin 
North, in the city of Baltimore, thirteen hours onda ball an 
if there is ne remedy in his power for this national inconve- 
nience. 

Mr. MALLORY suggested to Mr. C. so to modify his resolu- 
tion as after the word “North” to insert “in the city of Wash- 
ington,” and 

r. CARY accepted the modification. 

And the resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. BARNARD asked leave to present the proceedings of a 
public meeting held in the city of New York, in relation toa Na- 
tional Bank. 

Mr. STEENROD objected. 

Mr. BARNARD asked leave to present the proceedings of a 
aoe meeting held in the city of Albany, in relation to a bank- 
ruptlaw. 

Mr.STEENROD objected, unless, he said, the privilege was 
made general. 

Mr. WARREN suggested that all petitions in the hands of 
members in relation toa bankrupt law and a fiscal bank should 
be received, and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. But he would, he said, object to the printing 
of any of them. 

Mr. PROFFIT thought, he said, that the presentation of these 
paniee at the present time could do no good. Most gentlemen 
nad made up their minds; and in order to give an opportunity to 
gentlemen to express their opinions oa the Bank bill during the 
time that yet remained to them to do so, he moved thatthe 
House resolve itselfinto Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood—ayes 57, 
noes 46, 

But no quorum voted. 

Mr. PROFFIT said, as he did not desire to interfere with the 
wishes of gentlemen, he would withdraw his motion. 

And the motion having been withdrawn— 

Petitions and memorials were presented (under general con- 

sent) py the following gentlemen, and were referred appro- 
yriately: 
: Messrs. KENNEDY of Maryland, LINN BOYD, HUNT, 
FILLMORE, CHILDS, BARNARD, GORDON, SUMMERS, 
HUBARD, TOLAND, INGERSOLL, STRATTON, BRON. 
SON, RANDALL of Maryland, MAXWELL, CROSS, DAVIS 
of New York, POPE, CHITTENDEN, ALLEN of Maine, 
JOHN VAN BUREN, P. G. GOODE of Ohio, and WOOD of 
New York. 

Mr. JONES of Maryland, on leave given, offered the follow- 

ing resolution, which was adopted: 

esolved, That the Cummittee on Naval Affairs be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making immediate e 
vision for the defence of the Chesapeake bay by steam-bat- 
teries. 

Petitions and memorials were further presented by Messrs. 
SERGEANT, HOLMES, WALLACE, and CRANSTON. 

Mr. LEVY asked the House to take up and consider a reso- 
lution heretofore offered by him, calling on the War Depatt- 
ment for certain information touching the Florida war, &c. 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. MALLORY inquired of the Speaker if it was in order 
now to move to gointo committee. 

The SPEAKER said that motion was in order at any time. 

Mr. ADAMS said that he desired to offer an amendment to 
the resolution of the gentleman from Florida, {Mr. Lavy.) 

Mr. MALLORY said that this resolution, ifentertained, would 
give rise to debate. ; 

The SPEAKER said the resolution could only be entertained 
at this time by general consent. 

Mr. MALLORY objected. 

So the resolution went over. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Maryland asked leave to introduce a 
résolution instructing the Committee of Ways and Means to 
inquire into the expediency of making an appropriation for @ 
Mr, P. GOODE felt constained, he said, o objec 

Balke elt constai he to t. 

So the resolution was not received. : 
On motion of Mr. TILLINGHAST, the House took up, on its 
first and second reading, the joint resolution from the Senate on 
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